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li forft, 20 r£ 2005 

fcTO : 7*77 'jHcU^I MUHI-41 7* 70 fa#. k 250 fa# RJT7? RR* URTTT/7T# # 

tjttr ttstt Ttr-TiwTT 7 #rt 3frr tt^tt % 3ttwt k 77#ira rhth r 

HstiT^fir LiidHiM 7T#m ^rrsr i 

77. 15/6/2004-^viO^.—RFT^^iJ^fiT 

1. PhR ^ RlffaffaH 1995 ■qaTRT^fif^RT 'HlHIVl,<^=h arfVfT^FT, 1975 H*TT Tlfal^^ tffal (Rlfer 
^3TT R3T 3Tp#fFT, RR R7 31«T^T ^PdRcW br 3H^F 3# R7J# 7TRT 8#T fa#7R) fWTTR#, 1995 
#1 RTF! R M fT* 7*71, #T 3fa % TJeT % 37*TR1 k P^lPdd 313717 % # 3*11 

fa -TRTR 7#FT fafaSTf, R# 3fa TTfaT? k 7faffal IlddM #3 fat 7]^3H7T % fell ffaffa 9 TfalW, 1999 fat 
3#RpRT 71. 31/1/99 W UI<falPH3> 7£33I Tjfat fat ! ffacfa TflffafTKl k 7*71 3lfc #3 3R Tpj[. ( fa# 37FI Tfa-J 

3 t ^ of^^Rrqfkm^RfH7206.90, 7207.19 sfa7207.20%3icTfaT sfa ctfa<jfarcR- 
RFR % lfaF7 7TR1 fa-lfaRI 7tfto7 fafalTTI, RRf 3% TT3^T (M 3Ff W?) ffaRRI, 2000 

fat 3lffaf331 71. 31/1/99 fa W(T M^fald ffalj; ^ | ftffaj 3frffaifat k 3lffal faR fauiw 1 BJ3, 2001 fat 
TFffafal %IT sfa TilHI^^b 5171 PH^^IcHcb wfat# 1$R37 25 75JR, 2001 fat FFTFTF RR1 *TI I 


1 m>9 GI 2005 


(1) 
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2. Ao i*\\ He)>H fcTO 5RI 3R]RtEf cpt M>KJd cfr 

^TRT, fvJTTFT WTTcrfSr 3TTTOWI ^ 

V 

W?RW ?IFte 1 % 'dM^lcW ^ff ^ fcR^ cTPJ 

^rter *f MffctfeW cfrr ^ 3pp&? 11.2^ ^trj ^ffer michM 

f^Rpfi cfr PRFT 23 # BtsPhr dTTO^eft peqTcrfet ^pftsn Wd 3fR«T Wr 
|d? *TTOT c£ 3R[T£JKU: f 24 pf, 2004 T?cf> ^TdfaPfcF, 

^fdT cf?T TTT% ^ f^T v5TT RTc^ fcR cp3TT Pd?d cRt ^RT 

4Rpf <£ fed? ^ eHlldK eFTd? WIT 3rif&?T t 3ffc W ^e*J> cdt 

TTRT^cT W? 3T2Jcn ^ cfRf cfR% 3?^^ # fMM ^ d% cR ^HT 

'•rf^t #nr o^Rd srfcr ^ ^rt|% W' 1 

adHT^ Pf Mtcb^l 

3 . ^rrer ^ wr A PinfeiRad t#t 3T 3dFdf M t ; - 

i) RTffrSTT dff ^o3TRT d> tREfTTr dTf^Rddft % 3TTcRW TO ^Rd cfr 

ted? f^RPT 6(4) ^ 3PJTTN *t W McRPt/^TT^f 3lk 

'Hm 3 Tpt vrm ^53 tt?t arfa^FTT d> ^ps? MSMmlewi 

#3ff ; 

ii) M f^eeft 3 mRTf/WccfIifljft/3Tfrrf^M CRT fopT 6(4) 

cfc 3pfPR wfTan T3rra-3TR1T W& cfr 3 ^RT fcRPT TOfT STT 3ik 
WTt pRlfftcT WJ cf> %R MSMMefl CRT uRTR ^ $ fed? TOdfr ^rftcT 
cRl) ^ f^RfRRdf/vJdTfccpf cpt 'Hell6 c^T CRT 3T5%?T Rbdl ^RTT; 

iii) Pm 6(4) $ 3\'$m 3TTCRW TJtRT W\ti ^ fed? *ITOT ^ ^ efr 

HTTT 3TRRTcpt 3#R T3WRRn3tf cf^f TR^RTfeRTT | 

iv) ^ W4 1.1.2003 cf^RT 31.12.2003 (WTd 3Rrf^) W 4 ft 3Rff^r c^ fed? 

cf?r 2 ft I §rfrT TT^?ft dR \n?p 2001, Td?P 2002, Td?P 2003 

afhr TJffd 3Tdf£J dff 3Tc|f^ c^ f^i? gff sft | 
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HTCfl Wra : ^TOTVRr^T _ _ 

v) c||fD|f^|ch 3TT?ppn fliE&Jefl (<3141^3114^*) 

14 Wei <41 "1 qql 3ft? WW IJjt 3Fjfa foT? '(i^cg q>ftj 3iiqidl <& g^Ix 

TJcF? 3TftFT MlT W ^ I 

Vi) ^ XFM $ M Ao ^ITcT cbNl^M, 3ft? fto MM 3W 

^FT (W 3TTt M). ?M MM fM MMFT 3TFF 

tM 3ft? 3 TtMf 3TcTTcTT fM 3F*T McFF, 3 TRTW 3 ft? M ^T 
Mr ^>3Tm 3 #^ftt ^t wnz hto ^f f3F an I 

vii) fto #Hem ^tef 3^ ^eTRT fcIO, g?t 3ft? fto che^llufT ^toT, 

% v-rat? gft 3 ft? ?r Mstt -q? Met Wf f? 3rqft ^jtr ??fcr 

Mi 

s 

viii) MpM 4 oqw M t|T 7 ^ fMrr^f 3ft? fftfM Mng- wfrT srt 

fM T R SFjMt ?? vRT MTT cT3> fcfxfR fftRTT ^6i cFF ’ft ftl^qi Wcf ^ 
M ?FRT #1 . 

ix) JtlfW % fftfM TTSFFRf £RT SRfcf RTT^T ft? 3FTRFfhT 3T?ff cfft 

WcMM Mf ft? M W T FT^ef ft? ??? ft XfcTT 

y'd I I 

x) snfftMt 4 fliHMd: xftM Mtcfr (MM) aft? 3TrftM irt 

JR^cT ^FF ft? 3TT?TR TR ft?? #FT cFF M? ?RT JRf?T XJEFTT ft? 
xmimh 3ft? tjM ft dcr M Mr ?Rft 3ft? M Mr erpm 

3ft? ?Rcf ft Xl+qcg cR^J ?ft qqi^ 3ft? M cTFTcT Pl4?l<Hft <ft fcl^ 

oTFTcT Mf M Plfft? Mt W ftft? fft? W xn^T MfT tf 

cfFT MIcRrM aMt arfrT ^FTRT ^ M 

Mr l 

xi) srrMrfr 4 flc^ c 4 r 4 lRsi^ wr ^ ^ M 7.12.2004 

c4r XFF ^wi ¥t f^FT f%cFT^ XT5RM c^ 

4 wt fcRTT sir I xhi4^M ^h^i4 4 ^pt ^4 M nlRsiq, 

■^q % cZRPrT M FP (cMr'I f^f%cT 4 ^TfcT ’^r 4 FTT 3Tf^ET 
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fcm TOT 2TT | $ TOST ftcTTOg WTORRT ^ TORT fcHfcld 3RjM 

3ffa 3TTO 3T5^tEfr TO TOf£TTOT4t gRT fTO WTO fcRRTO 3 fcRTO 

1%TO TOT STT I TORfTOT PlTO cfc f^RRT 16 cfc 3RJTO7 TOTTO-H R U 11-Ml cfr 
fcTR fcTxTO fcfTTJ iTTT 3Tp|cJl4 TORT/STORt c|TT 10 205 TOT §TRT f^cTTOg 

TOTOt 4 R? TORT 7TTO TOT 3?R TOT TO M TO 3ff%TO TORT 

MftuilHi 3 fcRTR kW TO TOT t I 

xii) *** sro f%FT 3Tf^rro k firorg torttot gRT Tfrrofkr 3TOR to 

7JTOT cTTO ftroli cfr 3Tcr4cf TO^TcRT^ gRT TOT f[ RRf TORT 

TO ^i)d<T> 1? I 

n. fjgRTtfrr vjcMitj afk "toft TOg" 

4. fcRTRRSkT TOTOg ’^cfT TOTO/ik? g> RcTRT 3ffc ^T-X?efRI R^toT fkeTcRT, 
gRt 3TR 7TTORT 1? f^PTTO TORT 3TT^ R7T fclPlTOM 3TSfcTT 3TT^ RTO RRTTOt 
g> TORT ftRft 3TTO SERR^kl fcrf^RT g> 3RJTOT 70 Mf. 7T 250 
faft. W t" I fcw 9.12.99 gk TORT TOTO 3Tf^RJTOT (^eT TOTTO gft) 
afft 21.1.2000 g> 3 TOW foci Rsld M gk TJtft g^t .T&rft | 

TOTf^TTOTOTt 3TOTW gRT feTfeid 3RpM 3 <fT&TO fcRTTg TOTR RR t fcfT 
RgTg TO^ g> 3WRT/fr^r TO TORT 3TTf TOT gkfgRRt k gccRsI 

R# fcfTOT TOT t 3#7 ^RTfcTO TO# TOW g> gTR# ^ g^TRT TORTT 3T#f§RT 

# l cTsjrftr tot£ to# gr to4h # g## f#roRT tojtrt sttot totsr 

int^TO^ TOT RRJcT R#f fcfTOT TOT # I 37TOTOT f#TOTOT TOT^t gR# g> TORT 
TOftTOTOTlf 3TORTTO # ^R: Rg glgTOTT t f#T TOft 29 Tig TORTg TOT4 
g> ’ftcR Rff 3TT% t 3lk -gRJ 3TTf.TOT. f^rf^cTO ^.3TTf.TOT. 
f¥¥ferT ^ ^ M % afhr TOrfcRT tt^T 29 IcRnrof^r 

TOW ^RT ^kR TOTft H# 7 Tl TOT TOR^ t I Rrf^fTOT^ % TOrf^TTOTTOck 
3TORTTO cRf? cfk uffxT cfft ^ 3fR TO RR: TOTcT f fcR vJdcfi TO^ 
TJTOlftd # 3fk kTOft TOCT TO^RT R# ^tcT f I TORlTOT ^ R^TOR 
RTf^TTOlkt ftdKltfkT TOTO <3TTO TOTO TOf^ c}k TO?k t ^TOf% ^ 
TORT 3ik TOffTO ^TO3TRT (^TO TOt TOST r|) k fVRT feRTT TOT 
sfk TORT TOT t I fcRTRT^kr TOTO TftTOSJcTO ^TO 3TfMkTO 1975 ^ 
3R^ft 1 ^ TORM 7206.90, 7207.19 3ffc 7207.20 ^ 3RRkr TO%RT 
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t I ^ <FfT*tRU| cfoef ^ri^frRp- t 3ik d^HId RRT <?> *R 

fcp# ft w di^<t>ifl r# t I 

^r. ftfiFT ffcpng RgRPT^t gRT 33F? RT? ft fi pR 3<k M l fofr rft gRT 
vsira 


*m R& 1 R 1 , vjcjVi aik R$ra>Rf ^ vjdVi, 

*t l fa<bHbdf i f^R 3lfc H l R l fr l fl gRT ^irT 

5. RftRT loF? -UlRlchlcbTli fo #FTeRT fcTO (TRT IRT W) % R% 

fcrfecT 3rj#I f Tpf> Rc^rR $ RTR ^TcfT f^n t % f0 Chc-y |uf| 
fefftO (f> W TJR) 3fr? fo ^tedd #ToRl ^teT WRR foT0(RTf ^RT 
trt ^ ^ #rf ^r 3imid4> rri rre£ #1 ^ rirr 

Rff ■*TPTT RT ^JRTT I RR% f i|lR|cbld>dt f R^ST ^RfT t fa f 0 
RTf TRT ^RT ^ RR fo ^f^PT ^ttRc^ff f^R C<^®d feTO (Rif RR IRT c£t) 
ERtJ cf>T RR 5FJ^ RFjfifaKlf RFT t Rffcj R$R 2003 ^ ^Nf 
«*>mM R^cRT ^dfdd 5TRM RR ^ t ftRTf RRT Wr RTT«T RRT 
ftRt ^tMT fcTePI cPT y|c|£|H t I ^#T ^RfT f^RTT t 
MRRfcjM ^ RcFfcT ^ f^cfRT 3R^f ^ RWR dl^d f % f*T Rfer 
RT 5PTTcT ^TT t % f^R# cfjRUj ^pff chnPli|j fr-RP^ ft 

RRR oUd^K <JR £ uRlT fcp ftw 2 (*5) ft ^f^cFRUT (cf>) 
RcPffi Rf%d t sfR ^RfeR RTfiRTTRT^iJRRfrRTfTRTiRr^P 
gift ^t ^ Rff^TcT HRfT pfPTT 'dlf^k; I 5T^R <MiR|cpcpdl % 

^JF ^ vJeeRj fcFRTT t t% cRS 3TTETR W t% ^O ^ TRT cPT 
3TTf *RT 3 *16cd^ u l %RTf ^ ofR vd«ld> ^ Pld^l*^ ^Rt 

¥W ^ 0l4^d t F^T ^Ffr cRt ^ ^ RFTT RRT 

xnfl^ I ^rRr ^ ^rt^RR ¥ wiw wm t % 4o ^ w ^r 3fk 
4o 3TT^ TRT TRT tT XTeT Rif TRT IR fl R^RT t, 

^ff fr cR^ ^5T Rlilldcb t 3ik ?RfeR f^RFT 2 (^) 4> 3TJRR 

\J% d£tVl <£ R 1 ! dfl dMI RT R^kIT I 

6. -mRichicbdl RFt R^rtR ^ w fcrni^ fctRn t % ^o ^ irt 
^R, Rif *RH IRT ^ k'd Rt^ TRT ft ^cl cpT RR >(i6icg cj^-cj cfr 
MIR RT 1007r- RRcTT t I R^Ft ^FfT f^RTT t 1% ^R ’E}^ IJcWT ^ 
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3PR TRRTRR v^Rf *?£Rf7T 3fk RTcT, JRtjR RT x?r£ RdtR d 
5*11 Pi d R# f^RT RRT t ! 3TRTRT R#T vdec)^ fcTTRT t % cf 

MIciH^ieft f^RPTf RT 3TR! $ ‘$m %) RR 41 RR ^ R*R£ R^f t I 3TR 
R#4 RTfeTRkt d 3TRRTR %RT tkT^RRTftRRR^RR ' E ^ 
TdTkR cfc RR 4 RTRT RTR f^T^T RlklRI RT kdR k?RT t 3fk 3TR 
RTfE-TRkt "d cfr RR RcT 3fk 3TTlf RR RR R Ref f^ffcT R?t RTR 'Rid 
RTRR%tfT f%RRT $ 3TJRN RR4 RR 3TJ^TR fcf^TT t I 

7 . RTPfRkt 4 rRirir 4 3fk Wtr rt ^ cf?r rtr cf?r t i rVt 

Rkfr % RTRT ^klclK 3TTRT7T 3TTR# RT RRT RTeFf ^T RRT ReTRT t f4> 
TRR£ ^RT TT RTR 3TRf4 RT cfkTR 3TT^ RR RR 41 ^RT TRRTg' RTJ R^ 
412 41.RR cfft RTRT 3TTRTR cjfY Tjf $>ft I R2Rf4 ^R RTRT r 4 3TRR1RT 
RTRT RRT t cp#k R? vpf 3TRk RT i^RT Rkj ^TTT £TTT 3TRnfcRT 
RRTg- RTJ R> 2% TT RTR eR^I f 3fk RtR 3Rfk t£ 4kTR R*RT£ RTJ 
R?T JTR WI R> 1% d RRT t I ddJRK RTpTRR^I W Pltch^ RcbldrT t 
f^ 3TTf RR RR 41 ^RT RTR 3Tcjk RT 4lRR RRT£ 4 rT TT TFRT£ RTJ R>1 
RJR RRT RTRT RR 3TTRTR f^RT RRT % 3fk ^TrfeTR %) cfr RR ReT 3fk 
3TT| Ttr it ^ 3TRTcTR (3TT^ ^R ^R ^t) ^ RR RRTt c^ Wk 
RRf cR kk RTRR R^i t I ^Rc^ 3 ^RcM dlklRIffRrf 3TTRT7TR RR 
RkRkt c^ RR5T Rk RT5R Rf^cf R# f^RT RRT t 1% R? RTR^ c^ 
feT^ Rtt ST^TR t f^ ^ ^TRTRR k 4N RRR RT RRTR 

^RT t f^ kRT^ RIRT Rkft RRkfRT ^k-RRg' mM ^ 3RFT RRf^R 
RR R^t f' I RRRtRT ^ R^RRR 4o ^ ^R ^eT 3fk ^O 3Tk tt^ xt 
1 7eT Rkfr RT medM kTRRt c^ 3rdt $ ^RR R^c| RRTR RRT RT R?T tl 
TITfk<R>I r! ^ dlldRIRd'l 3TTRTRR dR R^t RTR R?T ^ 3fk 'JR: R? did 
RRci # fcfT R^ RRtR $ 5PTR 3TJRTR 3TRft fMt rWT 3fk 

RRTRT RTRcT RT RfkR ^RRT RRJR RR^T feTR ^0 k ^ RH 41 ^ cd R>1 
RRtRT 3TRRTR f^RT RRT RT I cTRTk, R#^ RTR^ RtR d f%RRIT RRTR 
Rff fcfTRI 3#? ^RfeRT Rtekt ^ ^R 5TRRT fcfRRR c^ 3TJRR III ^ 
RRT xdwTR^d 5T% ^ RRTRRTsJ ^0 ^ J'R ^TR 3fk ^O 3TT^ T^R t 
jeT R?T RTR R?T ^ I 

Rf.2 3Rq R»ftSTT R?t ?fR3TTR: RTfrIRIRdi 3TT'M»d4), R^cJ gTR 

RR cIR 7 SftR Rlf^RI'D RTRT RTR 

8. R^cJ RRTtj 4 RF RR’ kRT t 1% RTRcffR RRRRTefT klRRTReft R> kTRR 

23 ^ RTR RtcRT R 11.2 ^ 3TcFtR R’il^TT k 3TTRTRT RT 
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^tftt RTffteT ^RdT atfftcJTft ft 3fa attft^ ftffT 3Rft ft fftTOd t I 

^fdeRT ^Fftarr ftt ^sncT ft I anft^ apncra? % ctft fftrc 
ft fft 'mtfte cm^t ft sntoift % to to *k ftr Rft ftt 
3ncr?wm ftt Rftten TOft ftt arftsrr ftt ft aft? ^rft Rftten ftt arm 

^Rft cliel W3>R *R R*jfrTeT RT$£f v3M<?i«tT ^Rlft ^>T Offteq »Tftt ft I 
to#, fttaifft xr ft ai^< ii .2 ft araftef aftffteT ft, ^ftrft 3 tTO> 
3TMRt RftJt wrkw ^xrt 3RTf $ft a# mf£ra#t ft w 
RRft^rr ftt ^R3TTcT cfRft ft feU? TOf*eT ^tRT 'TOcTO aft | \J€ftT % 
anft ^ ^ictt fftqr ft fft ^f> ?eft ftt andiron f%^ TOft 3>r TOTOr 

qiRjcblchdi <R ft, cf-ftfft TOteTT RRT ^Jc*f> ftt RPJ Wt ftt ajl'4^<^dl 

ftt RRT cfRft ft fcR ftt vJTRft ft I ^fft ^TOttWt ^ech cfTW ftft ftt 

aiN^chdl ftf f^ cfRft ft fftw ^T ft ^fteR Wft WRfsft ^Jc<f> 
ftt RTft RIT RTdT I 

9. MTf^mrft ft sRr rTOtt wra ftt ^sarm ft Rfti ft fftro^ wTOf ft 

fftfftR 3tfftft ftt RTWlTOjfth Rm ftt ft I 

10. W? ft 3Tj^ 1 1.2 ft ^ wtoct ft fft arcftt arR ft 3RfcfT 

fftftt fftd^cg m3 ftt TOtSTT <JRft ftt 'd'Wd cRT ^RaftT ^Ref ^ 

tfchNIe^ch ^tRT JRepT efRcTT ft ft 3rjftg TR W 3TFRlW> ft ?Jo3> ft 
TOTR Raft ftt TOReT ftt TOTO cfftft fft fft^TTcW MIcmM 
^7 cFIlft ft WTIeT R5> vjf%Tcf WITcrfft RRTTRT ft ^ ft I fftd«l«sl 
tnfftft eft t rRf jnfftcfftftft ft wt?t cfft vjfid ftg ar^ftw '’cf^ft g>T 
arfftcpR ftftn fftj ckii mci cfft ^iHim cp^ft eft cfft fftftR 

TO; to ancRw ft arsrerr ^rfft ^c<f> cfft rttt^t ctr fftm rrh ft 

3RRTT MRaft'd fft^fT « ft 3mT ftftf fftftftftt ft eRT §ftft i> 

RTft ^6^ 3Rrm 'TOTefft ■jdR^frT ftlft cfft ftffTcpfT ftfftt | fR ft^TfR? 'ft 

31RTftcT TOft^TI ft ft^OTRTOTOT ftft ^Tfftfdft W fftftfftd cfRft ft fft 

TOiM ftt 3R 3UcRWcTT ^fftf ft eft, dccblcH TOTRT ^R Iftn 

RTYdT I 5fTfftcfRft ft efftf cfft RRf ftt ft 3fR TO>I W fftdR ft % 
RftteTT eft ^STTcT cfRft ft fcT^r infftcfiift ft HK1 ftftt R^jRTRTcfj '(jxin 
ftrftt xflfftir fftRT TR cf^ ft fftftr ftft ft feR fftTORT efR Rft fft W 

■ '5Jecf7 ftt RFJ Rjft ftf aflcl^qcbdl ftt TO CfRft ft feR TOfftfT 3TftftRT 

ft I wftt ft anft^cf) ft anft Rfttsn TOftt anef^T ft ^nfftcfftt ft 

Wt toW ^ eh N led eh ^RT 3ReJeT ftt ft 3fR H^cT ftt M d eh N led eh 

^^JeRT ft aTRR ^R Rftt^fT ftt ?JR3TTeT ftt ft I RT^ft ftt ^eT ^Rft 
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ft Sift STfftd ftft t 3ffc. Wmft £RT fft? S^ STcT 

mtS STT fc)qi| ft SST |T% mtS yfftill ft ftps 'dftlSTT ft fel^ 3R]ftS 
cfRft c|lc^ WSTR mftcT ^pft SSTSSft SKI JK-dd fftST ^iidl ft | SSlfft 
sftfal cm xjRuiih sftteff ft fftfftp SaTSSft STS JT^d RTT^lt ftt 
j JU|c|t 1I SRfftftsSRdT ft I 

S.3 3RS Rftfcf ft-ftfeFT fftcS kjftlfft^H 3TO ftfftST 3Tfc 3RI 

3U*lktcbf gRT SdTft sft ^ 

11. RfttcT ft-ftffts fftcS xr^f^RRT 3TO ftfeST ft SF 3R]fts fft>ST ft fft 
ft?T SS eft ^STTd ft-ftfeFT ffteff ft feR? fftcldd ^5 Ssft RTFHft ft St 
ft?T ft ft^K TRSTd cf§t SFf ft 587<? Iftrft sft TJS SRcft ft 3ft? s|t RR5TT 
ft fftsft SR ft SSRT ^Wd ft-ftmft ft »T *R fftft? ft I S#ft 
^ftteT ft-ftdrft 3fk fftsft SR ft sftftt ft fcP? fftclcRI efft SScSSTT 

y v 

SdTft m^ftd fftRTT ft I sfttft SS ’ft STTST ft IVsftt 5PRR ft 

$<Midi ss sfts sftt ftft ft mddM ^jccr cRt pm shts ft 

mTdT STfft^ chftfftl STdd sfteT ftt ftfsW ftlHdl ft mfft^S ft 

SSS STTfttS TfteT SStST efft ftftftd SRft ft ftR eTPJ fcfft dft ft I 
SlfftSdft SRI «liW 


12. Tnfftssft % is ^ts mRuhhI ft ^rfer ft ftsfftd fftsftf ft fts ft fen? sv 
3Tqft fftsftss ft Sift c£t mTS ftt ft | 

s. mss cm fftsfcs 

13. ftftTRJcST ftfftd sfftfftss ftt STS 9S?(l.)(s) ft 3Tdftd, fftftt SSJ ft 
SSS ft RTFTRI ^q- cm 3?ft ft: 

RRIH CK-^I, efr feH^ cijiHK C^ RTFfF^f WI ft c^elftld PS SS - fftftcTcf) 

ft?T ^TT ftm ft vJMdld ft fftfftr ftf fuRTcm fftftRW ^T-ErRT (6) ft 3trfftcT 
fftsftt ft 3RJRTR fftST RP ft; ST 

dm cZTNR ft 'HHM WT ft ftftdcb ft?T ST ftm ft SMR ft mSTS 
SR^ sft fftft s ft ST ms fftstcTcfT ftm ST fts ft sft^ SMR ft fftfts 
SMR fsftfft ST fftftt Sft SST STST ft SRS ftftt fftftt ft SfftcT ^cFTT 

sft ftt mr ssftt, ss stsfs -fjes ^sft ft sftft ^ ftsT= 







[HTTI—T5P*g 1] 


MTTtf ^>T TRTT^ : 
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?RTFT ^ ^dd!dtd> flfftlftfft ^ uR fftftd Mdd> ft?r iff 
ft? ft ^IT fftftt vJM^<K1 JlxR ft?T ft fft^JT RR f^RRF pRf^T vJR EfRT 
(6) ft 3TcPfa «RR ?R f^rff ft 3PJW fft^TT TRTT Ft; H\ 

WPT Ret ft?T ft cR^ ftt WT cTFm, ftRlft 5rerRTRR> ftftt 
ftt? 'dIHM cTFTcT cT^TT eTPT ft foR vdM^ki ?rf$T ftt^t ^ Ft fuRR?T 
1ftft?R vJTORT (6) ft ftcftcT ^ ft 3T^TR fW W Ft ; 

F?lft fft ftft •IHpI ft RFT ^T 3TRTRT vjc;jl*l qicl ft?T ft fcR fftftt 
ft[T % fft?FRT Ft cRTT PTFT <RxJ ftt f^RTtcT cTTot ft?T ft ft^R ftcfeT 
chs^i^iRci IftR m^i Ft '2JT ftftt cr^ Pifta qiel ft?T ft vicMid’i 
f^RMTcTT ft ^TT fftftcT ?Tef ft?T ft ftt^ ftt ^ddldld? chisel ^fijt ft ?R 
'HHM ^T fftft?"T WW ?Tet ftST ft F^t ft ?Rft ft fftRT 

RRR I 

14. UlRlcblft % qRT 9 (3>)(ft ft 3PJ?TR ¥HH *JcR ft fftftRT ft 
StftdHlft Wft W Rift d ft) ftt 5TTd|c|fcHft ftftt ftt I fftftt ’ft Ptftdd> 

ft fftftt ftt ?>?• ft RiR ^Wilcl cT®TT M^Ncft W v3tR *fi?f fftlT % ftt? 
mRuIIH'M'W v^ft F*T W? ft 3RTFfttftt RFTT wtl 

15. fftftt ftt FfTcT Plftd4> ft fftqW M^dldcft ft vifoelRdd fftftt qRRl*cii 
ft #f ft ^RT ftfR fftftcR? HJMMcft ^T ^xR fftlT t I 

(g?) ^wwiwj ^ aft? fft^ftr ftfrm: 

16. MiRicplft fttcT ^RcT If fft ft deg ft?Tt ft fftftt ftt Pl^cp ft iftqtacp ’ 
M^dNcft ft 3ftfftT ■JRnftf^RT ft fttf ^Fn 5R^T ^T# ftt t I ^TF ft 
ftfe fftRT vJTTcTT ft fft v^ftlft ft7 FTRR 3?ftfcR«IT ft ftftfftcT dlddftft 
IftilHNcit ft 3Pjft? 1 ft 8(3) ft W vlfc^fid MRd>cMdlft 

^Rft ft fttft vdMd*I ^ftf ft ft I ^fft fftft^T MRRl^' ft 

3T?lft?T fttft HXxjd ^fft ftt ^lft ft; HTfft^Tft ft Pl^IRd ^ift 

^R wft ft fft ~m *h*l tftfftftT WqR ftt >HIHM ftft^T ft ftt M ft I 
Plftdcb ft ftPcT ^xPTT ft 3RTR ft, FTfft^Tft ft ftfa R^T.’PT. ft? W ft 
?rft vrdiidfti/Riftdfti ft menM fftw^rft ft 3 t^?t i ft ft?T 7 
ft 3T^TR 'dIHM ^ ^)T MRd>dH fftRT ft I cbK^HI gR TR fftftcT 
ftt^PT ^T fftft^T FftftT wftRft ft ?HST ?R7 ft STRnftt ftt 
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WTT CZJTE % f? TTiYcT cf4 TnRcT #!TcT RrafcT ^ 3TTOTE 

TN fcf^TT WT t I #T W.W. k 3TRnrfr cfr ETEk 3 cf4^ f^rfcF 
EfacT Elff t, ^HfeR TlkteTT k WE Elf^E E? ftqfoE 

fcfkr Ef^T EE 5PFETE E^f t I EEW Ekt EeR c£ WTTE 3H|i|ldcb 

eiRi chichi ^ frkrfe jrrtokt etptfe ^ $ wcRt sfk 4 seek 

EW EERt cf>T 3T^kter fcprn t fvlE' T TT 4 WE? 4w f4?E ^ t I 
ElRlETRt 4 'MlRfcirlcpd'i 3TTETEE? E> EE? E^ ETTE e4 T? 3tR Hid ERct 1? 
fcf) tilHM ?JeE krgffkf EE7T E> Wi|)v>Hl4 4w E^ E^ TTPTFE cjokTcT 

kH eteet^ weiee 3ik efh 4 Tnft wn^/krakck e> fkE 

WdM ftiJHIcIcft E* 3Rprg I E> ^ET 7 E> 3TEETTC EftE>foTE E$t E^ % 
#7 flHM ’JcE ERcbRlE E?e 4 ETEE ERE 4 BETTEE cEEB e4 bRb 
cm? E> ^TST-W2T ftclk, AH I-if #? E^TTETRe? mf cfrt ^nf^Tef E?e 4 
fcrfSTcRT WPrrkfRT fcfTOT EET t I cKilRb ejeet tRe£ be4e ^ 
BcWd e 4 cEEB 4 EPtRIB t, ^rrfcP 7 ETIBFB ^JoE Et ETERfB f^EE^T 
SW %BT EBT t | 

(**) WTT 

17. cf?“K<ai*1l £*R EER BE ETfET-B "•jcd EffE f-TEfcT e4bE E? 4R \ 3 Rcl c^ciHI 
Er 4 cfr MENHIR BE StcRt cfr feP? RPTRft^ff B> BiB 4 3T^TcT VZ 4t 

b4 4t Rte 4 cfkHcft 3fk e4bb ^d4kdi be bbte bbbt t l 

(7T) HlfuiH: 

18. MTdH'^4t ftilHMcft ^ 3Tj4£T 1 f-RTE 6(iv) $ 3Tf^TR T TTS*T 

crt kf^kR 'mkcT arkm krafcr ckkRT ^ ettst TnkcT 3fkRT mrt ^ckt 

C^ 3TOR T R fcRzn TRTT 2TT 1 fTT ^ePTT ^ W^T 3Tc[f$T c^ ^RTd f-RltcTcR 
S[RT cR^ ^ ETdTf Eot Hk^ff Mcjf^TcT ^ kt I f^RTtrr cf^FRT c^ 

MfcT^ld WT cijcKI TflRd d1 <id MldH cRT f-Rlk u l fchHI T RTT 'i' 

3fR ^)TT ^ 36.567c 1? I ^fcR ^TfcT 3TcTf^T cfc dklH 41-1 vjT-T.^TW. 

^r f^rkr ^ t TT^tan rrt ^ 4 krE ^ ^ wr 


Rf£4fkr ^ kfkr trt t ^ wtt c^ ^rte ^stt f^gtkcr we 

ETf^TE(l057c) tR ^RT THflSTT EIE ^ fcRTR f4^T WT t I 



xHlHM ^ 

Rriikr cjfjdci 

MldH Hlf5[H 

MldH Elf^H 


3TE.^T./4tEE 

3T j T.^T./ t ^' 

3T^T. v§T. /^ft. C’l 

7c 

"^TT 

**** 

1 

% ?fC 5fc 

36.56 






[ 1 ] _ ■ _ wre : ___ ; H 

grffa to Pfafcyi 

xt.1 Stffa TO fa^tfat ^ofacJH 

19. micmM fa 3T^fat Il(iii) fa to 3ifasn fat fa ffa ftrcr 

TOTet fa ffafat T3fTO TO 3TORT TO> ^ 3Tf^ fafaf % |3TT fa fat? ^fat 

TO ^ttst micmM wcf fat to ?fat far, far P)(^e stTfarofat fafa an^rrcff fa 
to ?fafat ^efacM to ^>rfa, to tfafafor farar fat ffa: 

i) fafaft) fa?T % STRTTcT TO far ffafa% ^clH fatTO fa STfaTO fat TO W ?TO 
fa TOTOfat fa 7% fa 3TffaTO fat; 

ii) STfatTO fa?T fa fcR?k£ TOTO HlfuH 2% fa 3TtfaTO fa; 3ff7 

iii) TOTOfat fa SPTO TO ^^41 ^o^icn»i TO<nlrlci TOxJ 3ft? TOTFT TOxJ 
fa fata fffarofa fat fa 3TTeTtro fa ^f%Rt ft I 

20. f?T #1 fa TO^lTOfa .fajEWSf fa?T fa 3TRRT 3TTTOfa TO iftcTOTO ffaTO fa 

3 ft? to w t fa fara sroffa fa faro 3tk f^rfa fata to£ TOfa fa fata 

TOT. TOT. fa fat^ 3TTTOTT f? # I ^fa f?T fa?T fa fata TOT. TOT. % fatf 
3TRTRT TO?f f? t, f?TfeT? TOffaTOfa fa T>#? fa 3FJB&^ 3.4 fa TOT 

tatafataf sfr? medfafat ffaroncTeft fa ffaror 11 fa 3 tjto? fafa^r TOrrof 

fa #f fa farot ?ro fa fifar 3 tttoctT fa titot fat TOta fat t l 
xt.2 srffa to vjnft ??ro 

^.2.1 fara^ n$TTO?t fa ffaro? 3ft? HlRtcblfa 5RT vfafa 

21. Tjfata fa TO TO# fan t fa ^rr fa ffafaefat fa *TRfat W fa 
wtat cm xn^f wfa ^t sit i tafata fatror fa ^tt^t ctFTct fa 

m fateTen t I cTSTTffa cTFRT fa ^t W fat ffafaeffat £[RT 

nfafa fa EZtFT 'tfa fan J |i|l fa 3fa Hlcm ^TlffapT fa q^d: c[fa ■gfa fai 
f^rfa 3Teffcn ^ fat cfa fan w fa fa iidnfafat ctfj; farfa fa 
«PR°T far fa faffab Wtfat ^T ffafact cfjfat fa ^T^FT ^tfat fa I fat 
ffar wfa fat fitter fa TO ft vdl^ll I ^Flfa ?lfat fa, Mldifafat 

^ecn fat TORT fafa fat f^tlfa fa ^ffan fa 5# fat ^RT^fxT ftfa 
fat 3TTW fa I f^rfa 3TctTcn TO ctfa ffatT TOT fa ffa ^faPt fat ' 
ciniciK §rfct ddifal TO ^t fa, ffa? fat ^|SJN ^3TT fa I f^rfa 31 dicii, 
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to oTRJ MIcH^ g>T ?RFTT RTcTT t eft eRc^ toFT efft to 3Tfto 
to to I eRc£ ^TSfFT R Ef^ 3Fjto fcFTZJT t to R 3TFTTcft eft 

TTfET tocT eRc^ toFT cf^t tot cfft^TcT R W# efR t toRt RRto 

IMR 3 ’Tilt eftiRT toft ft xft t I 

22. to ?RF eR^ toFT ft .WW, ftsft to SFRTT vJMifFl eRT tot ft 
eRc^ toft s[RT EJ^ cTejf to W ft fft eR^ toft ft ^T, tot 

to sftcft toft ^ t i tot e^- ft c^ t^t ft fft 
SFRTT Wfm eRIT tot ft ^ ft eFTTF iqrtoft ft 

mRoih^^H ft, ftoft £RT eRc£ vseTl J l ftt ftot RTST ft ftft cReft 
RRIcId ftt to RTT RTcJTT to eRc^ toft efft tot FRJT ft RJETR to 

wi w<\ ^ 1 Fto, to RTtoreft ftt wrt fto wu, 

ft RTtotft ^Jeefj to 'HHlIkt ft 3TRTRT 3TRlto to ft to ft eRRR 

tot rtrt ft ^rft toRFR<Rw vjcMKH ft eftft toft ftt to 
^Ifftt ^ ^ftFFTT t 'I to eRF eRc| toft ftt ^FTTWFT eRT ftft t, 
RltotEft eFTTF to ft ’WT ft cft£ to ft ftftTFRWT tof 
EpIR 3TFTT t I to toH RRFRtft ERTTRT W to WeTT t eft 

eRc| toft to v^Kebdf eFR ft to ftt EftRFTT t I 

23. eTFT/to, M? cT^TT oFTT^ to T jpft RE 3TRT ft ftft ft eR^ toFT 

R>T elft ft fft iHddto ^c<F ft eFTTF to ft fF HIM to ft ftto ft 
eR^ toft ft fto^T ft ejfr f3TT t i q§to, Ejfc^3trtoto ^ cftrt 
w wto?ft ^c<f eR^ toFT to ^ to% to cto ^ to Rto 
to sn toto toFT tocT rt^t Ff w, rtftf^t en^r rtrt to 3 

3RFT?f # I 

24. eRc^ toFT ^RT ^ Rrto fto W STT fcF tofRlto 3to c^ ^Rh 

EI^; toFl ^FTRF cTFTcT FRT ftot to?T ^ ^ t I Elto 

toFr tocT efTR 3rto tof cfjR ?rr ertor 3tot ^ ton 
cTFT5ReTT ^ ^ETR 3TRT t I Ftot cj^HM YjeEF RRRT efR to to to 
ftofeT $ 3TRTTcft eFT RRETT ?t RFTT ^EfTtocF t I tof^Ttoft A v3FTK 
Eft toeT RtotoeRTT EEt fF W RW t % eR^ toFT EfT eft 
3tot toet ERR efR (toRFT 3 t 4 eTTR, WT? R2TT Rtof RR 3TR Tt 
to to t) 3 t§rit fto ^ to i to # ftoto $ eRo£ toFT 
cR entoto to to to etrrftt t I ^to stetrit, toq anto ^ 
^RJTR fto EER EFt toct I 3 F, toHFT Mldd^eft ^ FRT to to 
to Itofrf *t eRc^ toFT e^ strtr ftot ^f FKNe to to eFtrftt t I 




[MPT I—1 ] 


MR?T MHTF3TO : 
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25. 3TFt fftft^T ftfRJT ^Jsftr ft ^RTfcRT WRlft ^T 

^ g^ vjejVl ftt Rjft ftl*1Cl ft ef>^ ft «INK ft 

cp)*icl cfcclft ft gft £ I qtlR fttenft?^ ftldd ft ftsf ft 
v^efrrr ftt fftftt #RI ^ WTW eTFTcT ft ft ift ft I 
vJSfRT % fftftgg fft^T ft f% ^TFT WET, gftt$TT WET ft cT^TT gft| ^ftRj 
ftt ^ srfct ftt vjTTxT ^Tft$TT ft cT^cT 3TTeRgg>dT3ft ft ftdft ft ftt uTlft 
grift? i f^r ftftg ft, g^; wftg ft fft^cM fftgi ft fft 3TRTcft srt g^ 
'?ftt T T ftt cjolHd^’ ft writ F5 - efccM Ft ^t ft I gfft cl^HM 
F^T foR vSTTcT t eft fttw ^ftftt ftt #fTT 3Tfftg> ^ W?ftt f^RRt 
3TFt ftfa 3Tto 3TRRT ftft ftt 3ldjR)4> ft?TTW ft I 3R? wftt ft 

gRT-WT gfte£ Wtr[ ft g^c| gftftT ftt gfesttoRTT, eftdM Wft ft 

fft<? vjfT ^aTFITcff £RT 3TRlfftg> ftfag effttftt, fftftgftt ftt Fft^T 
WTl^T 3TWF, 3TRTcft ^T ^wR3%T WMR fftRTT, M^f ftt FF3TR 
f^rfcT ftri ft^rfeT, fftftrit vicMI^cht ftt fftftcT gftft f^rfef, ^Refa 
w ftt ^icb^ch ftftrft ftft g>Ref> g^r fft^? ft i 

26. ^FT cT^ FTfeT'ftfaftt F7 OTRJTcf ftt W37 ^ ^ ftt fftftt F ftft efF 

ftftl ft, ^F WT W t fft RTf^eT 3TRTTcff ft OTeTTeTT 3RZT ftft 3TRTfcT 

riftjg gft ft 3T«ftr %-Friftg amnft eft ft^t ^ ^ RjndH ftftrr ft 

fteR ft I S^ft Pencil f^xiKlftg vJdTK HFT ^T 'Mc^KlrHc^ ^4 

M t I v5TFT W ^TeT gft 5^frf 4 M ?ftg t, ^ ft ^>FT 

w t fcF> fftgRT?fft ftt eft 5f^fcr 4i fttf gft 3 trt 

t I fttfT fttf cZJTXTR ftcT^gr?W vJTfR I ftRfft IRT ^fPT ftt 

ftcr Mgdft ft 3ik ft wtt^t ftt ftftrfftft 4r fttf ft^rftr gft 

fJTT't I '3cMKcj7dl, ftlft 3jfcT cftftr vieMKd ft ^f *TFTT vSTTeTT t, 4f 
^ t I 3RT: vjftm ^ ftftRT fft^T t fef> ^ft^TT WET ^ 

wgftft g fft? vJift I 

27. ^rawft fto Mm\*^ ftWftg IcTO (^T TRT T|eT) cTSTT 3R5I fftR^ 

mf2ft % m *r ftfftg ftftgft ^ ftft fftgr t % ft 

Pi^KH Tf ^?TR |3TT t cTSTT ^TRl ftt c|K-dfcJch §Tf% Fft ft t I 
ft^RTeTT ft ^JITcT ft fftra^T Mlf^ft gRT vS^ft fcffecT Pl^ft ft 
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T TR fcrf^RT cfcpt cfrT IRT RRT ^ dlS'd'MI 4 14I % I \Rt?T^ d<^ R-qi 
% fcR 3TPTRT cr4 2000 3 39830 cfff ^eDTT 3 YRcfR cpf 2003 3 

27857 Ft t I ^ 3Rrf£f ^ 3TT^ R?tR?T 10390 

M 3TfcT 7t 14702 Ffa Ft Rf t I R^ 2004 3 

3TTRTR RTRt R^RR 41802 TTfcT *ft.RR 3ifa R^Rct RFRR 19634 5ffrT 
Tft.cFT Ft R^ I RFT f^RfcT 5 RRf RTRT ctRRR 57c R?t ^ Rl?t 
RWr 3 897 e % 3Tto cf?r ctfe ft I FRR? 3TcfTRT, V5T5T cJ^Hcit 3 £vfr 
sft, R^f OTRTRff cfft RTRT A §f Rt WI R^t I 
FRRt RF RW RTRkT f^TcTdT t f% cfffWt RR HTRT RR R^ RRTR ^ 
W t I RTRT RR RWt RR RRTR RRjft FRF ^R Ft R^f t RRR 
RfF RFJcft t I aq-RTTcT RTFT RR 3TTRTF R^TF^t $ RRTR R?t RTTR R>R# 
RRTR RTRF 3 MRfoTF c^Hd'l RR ERTF ^FT RTcRRR? t | tth.Tt^.i^T. 
RTRT RRcJF 3ftcR?t Rt RTR Rt RF RRfftF FtFT t 1% ^ott i 2003 Rt 
3T$cT 2004 FR? RF^R> R#t 3 3TTRTF R>fa3 RTR^ftR R^ F^TtR R?t 
3flRTF fW ^ 3#R> t | F^TRf RF WftcT FtcTT t fa •3TRTRT RT^T 3 
ffa R^Hdl R$- RFRW F^f Rffa 3FR RFRRt ^ ^ t I Rfa RT^T RR 
Rfafa cR RRTR RFFT Ft - 

i) 3TTRTF cjWt 3 FcfatRfal <£%; 3ftR/3TRRT 

ii) Ffa RWt R? 3TTR7F Rfafa % RRT far fa fRfa 3, 3TTRTF 

RPRT $ RRI43 3TFft sJt I 

cp. ^Rt i^rfM ^ 3TFTRT RRT ^ RkNe ^T# 3TTff I 3TRTcfT, ^fcp 

YT^ v3G-Tl j 1, 3J|illd 4>1 hc| 1 cfft cJcRfT cRF^ cfRf cj^Hd *R cfR 
SR ^TfcR 3MTR cR53fi gRT ft># 3RRR crM 

tl 

7J. 3RT: RF RTcIT RR ^cRTT t f^ 3TRnfcRT cR^3Tr ^RT 

arfrT Rf^t t I R^fRT cf^Rft 3TRR1 ^ RjRRTTW ^Nf?T RR ^ ^WcT: 
smrcf i 

28. ^ 1999-2000 TRT ^cT % 3TRit 70% 3j|c|^cbdl3Tt cfi 

STTRlcf 'gRT RSJT 307c 3Rc|^cbdl3tr cpt RRrftR ^ITRT ^ 




[ Mm I—Tsrrg i ] 
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WH % ^ ftm 1^^^, ^Rf^rfcT 3 4<cHM3TRTT cf^TT <k 2002- 
03 # 3TTZTTcr qkeT 6% ^ ^ ^ W m^\ 3TTTO^TcTT3T cm 

94% 3Tkq? ^l *ikdk tRc^ vjejVi ^ tf>q <JR RFT q I f^b'i iff, 
OT^Tcft A ^ ft 0t I ^ffT -JTRcflTT qk^ ^ftR s[RT ^ W 

XJeT q> Oiiq^ijcrj TfT^T ^ F ^R qk qt qTRR f3TT ®TT I F^ 

qqq % mkR q^ m^\ « qrt ^ ^ ^ 

t l ^wr xTef? cfrut w Ft ~m^u t % m ^Rkq qRj qRk 
^RTF Rt % 3T^-qf^cf ^TKT eft FFTF Tje^eff^RT W F? 
3rkcf> £2 tft ^ ^?t t i q^ vj^m 3Rkt vjfttf Rkt majfltocii ff 
fr% ff ^ 3rtoR t rRj vsr^ ff jnqftcfrdi qqk Miilcwiatr ^ft 
3TT^TWT3Tt F? 3TT% 3TTcft t R klcklOTt Rt OT'jfcT R 3RT RtR FF 

wr optR R fck fcfcm fRt ffft t 1 fR q>K u i % fR qR^ vjdk frt 

OTTjk cF?f vJfT Rft FFf F>t pci’ll 3 H6 4 il fR R qiq^q 3TTFTcf 3 Ft 

t I 3T?T: 3 trtf 3 ^ qk-arrjfcr 3 akr R f>rr Ft Rt t, ^kr 
R cpKUl qft - rfi% FF Siiqici Rkd Ft 3T2IFT tRc^ cR-^ eft Rkd I 

29. ^cT WET R Wm, ktoT fcRF FR 4 Rft FF dkFT FR ^FT SFTT I 

tf?W wi R, Rt FWt 3 3TRrkF> RKMci 3 tR R ffrr ^ 

ch^RlR 3TRTto FFRT ^ft I fWf 5 ckt 3, -qftf^jfr ^ W[ 
3TRTT t I IWcf ^t efftwf $ 3kr^TT ^ 3Tf^ ^?TR |3H t I ?WcT 
vJfTk efTFk cTPT Ef7[ 3Rfo efR ^T t I 

30. 1 RT k ^cT qqT q>I U t1 ^toT ^ (JeH Fq *t 3RR>flcpRT M cl I qddl 

t fed q^ \3FTk cf>t kk % 3Fk clinch eRlt ^f ^R M^rlld 

cTT>T Meal'd kRTT t I kfFR cfSTT ^Rt c^ feR 2002-03 A 

RR ^ fRRT: 35% 3fk 51% ^ t I erf 2002-03 ^eRT ^ 

2003-04 3 tft #ff gkM ■£ fk? ^ qt^t ^ 3?q^ ^ ^ 
t I fr pr ^ q% ermt % rf Rtckr keRT t f& q^; ^fm 
srqft f^rfef t I 

31. 3Rqfdcb ^ qRRFtt ^ qiq gRT IcRfRt c^ 3TTFR-5RR ^R£jt 

FTfcPTr WR q>t f fvRRt q? W&\ keRTT t cRq; c|ft 3kkcT 

RRI qft 3n^ ^ 3Rfk e|-cH«l«Stdl c^t efR^T ^ F^N t^RT 
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tl ftt ^ ^ clxH^c^dl ft e||c|^ che^iull £RT cf>T v5TT ^ftt tl 

ebc^lft ft 3TT^ ftt 3ftf§RT ’TRfT tfTO ftft ft c^RUT, ^ ^ ^ 
W ^lel^cbdl ft 3Tf^cP ftfaeT efTT TJTRTRT cfRft ftc^ cf^ ^T 3TRTRT 
efRft ft 3TeneTT 3tft fttft fftcpeq ft I 'ft cf^T % fft TJTf T^ef 
^ef s<RT fft^ 3TRTTcff eR Tjpf ^ftW ft ^sftftt ^ WTft 

ftt ftfacT ft eHIdK ^ ft I ^'ftcsFRT ebKU||cHcb ftftr“ c^T ^ 

3 TftRIT vidl^ui ft 3 Rlfa qRftft yftekll eft ^ftT £RT ftft ^TT ftt 

cRcJ eft ftfacT ftt eJeFTT ft Wft 3Tfftcf> ftfaeT W ^ 3TRRT ^ftt 
ftg ffteRT ft^TT WT ft efftfft gRT sftf&cT ft cR^ eft 

3TTTjfet ftt ftt v5nft t I 

*j. 2.2 3TTffteJ7Tft gRT ulfw 

32. *TRftr Pl-MHIclft cTSTT ft ft cfRR ft ftt$TT ft^f cfRft ft HMdft 
cR STTcRRT fftR trh ft | WfTcffft ftt$TT cR ^jeTW vg^r, Mlddftft 
ft fftftR eFTR ^ift eR ftfxlRT ftft tr ( mddftft ^cef7 ftf ?TW 
cfRR ft I ftft ft 11.1 ft 11.3 ft ftft ft fftftftfacT 

JfTWH ft- 

11.1 mddftft ?Jcefj ftcfef ^clft WW ?Tcf> ^ftt ftftn W cTFJ ftR ft 

ftfteRft R^T ftr fftPTlft efRft ft fftir 3TTTOef7 ft | 

11.2 ftftepft m^\ 3fR ft 3T2Tcn fftftt fftrw^ Rftf ft >dftl^i cfRft ftt 

vrl^d RT ^Frftr cfRft RRRRW RJ^RTT ^?T cfRdT ft ft 3Rjftl 
tr RR 3TTcRW ft ft RR^ Wt ftt ^RReT ftt RfttSTT efftft «RTft 
1ft RiNiJldHcb MIcHM eFTTft ft WcTRT ^ ftft RRTTftft 

ft ft ft I Iftd'efcg ftftft ft W ft^cblRft ft WTeT ftt ftef 
ft 3 rftt?r cfrft cr ftftcpR ftm fft cpzn ttt^t ftt efft ft fft 

^ReJ7 ftt ftfftR ePTR ^TT ^IcRild, t 3T2Tcn ftft ^eeF) ftt WW<\ cfR 
Iftm '3TTdT t 3T2RfT ^ftr MRdftd Ift^TT t 3T2^fT ftft i^fftft ft 
ckii §rfft ft ^nft 3T2 Tc]t ^rftt ftft ftt ft^Ndi ftftt l 

ft?TiW ft 3TRfftcT xdft^l ft ftftTFR^WT ftft iftftcRft ^ IftftReT cfRft 





[ MR I—1 ] 
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t ^7 m 3U<11W<t»dl t ?tr, ddbld R*TRT TfR 

f^TT dll'll I 

33. WftefT WEI ^) cRFt cfc WT A f^R 3 PlHI^K MN^M t: 

(1) f^rfe Ml^lfl MIcidM ^cW cfr RdcT ^ 3)N^4>dl ^ 

^FRIRFRI ^R wftSTT OJ^'l 3fft HUd ^JEpTT 3TTETR ^R ^ 3ld 
^ dej^ jjt^ If fcf? ^c<r> ^ RFJ ^6^ ^T lifted »n?t 1? eft 

^ <£t fawf^T <f$7\ I 

(2) WT-f^FT (l) ^ 3TcFfeT ^ ^ wftSTT wft$TT ^ 3TTR fft 

rf\ eTT^T! ^ #ff it Wrf§ $ Am WReT cJR f^TT WW I 

(3) WfttfT 37 ’TFTet 3 f^R 6,7,8,9,10,11,16,17,18,19 3tfa 20 <f> 5TRETFT 

3TT33337 qRc|M c£ W^T cTF^^ I 

34. viM^cKI ^ ?tcTT t % WR cfc cfTt I^R eFlRt Wt 

3>T gftt sftfcTRI 3 ^Ft 37 R3R T|TT qiedM 3Jo37 cfJt 7FTT3T 3R folT 
1W 1 STetTcfT f^RFT 11 efr 3R7TR ftRft Wftm 3 TRfPT cjft 

arfcT cF?t Wcf '3TTcR^cb qRcJcf^’ 7#cT ’ ctft Rpft t I 3Tct: 

g[RT 3RT eft WW 3R3T 3T^RT t f% W R^Rftft ^o3> 
clft f^ReR WWJ Rl^t W cf^ 3ftfxR3 t 3Rlfcr W ^>tc| ^flR efft 3Pf 
efftf 5TfeT ?t T^t t 3fk MIcid'M 3Je37 3?t dHIkl 3R W^t 7t 
d£lVl efft §rfcT efr W^t 7?^ 3T2JcfT \3RTcf?t ^dd<jRt ^t cf?t ^PTRW 

tl 

35. mf^tcR^ % feT^R TT^TepRt stRT fcfR 7R- f^Rt 4 IfRT f^ ^ 

fetf^TR eRpf cpt Rte f^RTT t vjeflM ^t arfeT ^ W^t ^ ^ ^ 

Efft WRT Pnf^efTp^ c^ WT5T f^ ^ etefft cf> WefR? ^t ^ t I 
^471^] did cfRct |t f^7 T^feb wftSTT cf5t Wild HlCd^sft I^FTTETeft ^ 
f^RFT 23 $ 3TpR c^ t f^RT^T gfRT Wl-W *R 

^ft W% ^ EfTt 3t|c|^cbdl Wrt f^RTT RHT 3T^Rt t, ^rfeR 
IFtoT^t % FFTet ^ T?cf aTfeT c^ WeJ3ft c^ ^ 3 W? ^ #?H 


1569 GI/05—3 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1] 

fcrf^FT ted^cg WfRt TO f# R ftf#T # STOT 3 R# 

TO RT 5# cfft RTOT RT TTTO 3# ^JcR # TO# R# # ^M^cbdl 

ci?r #rt r# # f#r to tt#stt # t I 

36. 41 dd^# TOR # 3RR# 3.1 3 # WRtf5! f^TTOFTcft # 3 T 3 RT-II 3 

(r) ##cT 3TO#T # TO RT TORT RTO # TOR *T ### R 
R#xT 3TO# # TORT; 3# (*§) TOTR# R 

3TO# TO 3T^Rff TOR ## # RRRR TOST TO JTTRTFT t I TTT#R# 

SfRT TO TOd # vx|I'D 3#f#T 6lcfl 1? f# TOT STOTcff 4 7FTTT RT # 
3TTOT 3RTTcTR TTRR # TOTTRT TO RRT # RTOT 3 3RT#R crf^ 

t I ■qTfecr aro# # #rt tost # tort 3 to^rt# to to tow # 

TO# 3#f§RT t f# TO 3TlTOdR % TOTO TORT # #TOT # cpTOT 

*T to#w anroff # #tot 3 3rt#r r## t, 3 ttot tot #tT 
anrofr # mtot # #tot 3 3rtto to# tot #to to #tot 3 #r to# 

## crf^ 3TR*g- ## f#T# 3RTTO TO# W#cT# # # ## I 

37. TONFT STfct f##RT # MtTOTT# ##R# % ST# # ##pft aftR TORT 

TO ## # #w rttotttor tost, to# #4 #, # TORT TO# # fcR 

TOT# R #Rg cR^ # TO#W 3TTTO# # TOTOTOTO 3# #TOT TO# 
TOW TO #Wr TO TOTOTRTT R TO# TOT # TORT # t I 

38. #Rg" # f#M # fcR TORTRTTO TORT toRh TO ##TOT 

t#TO TO t TO#R #xT R#RT TO TOTRTRTTO TO?T #t TORT # 
y^lTOd# TO ## # TORT f#M TOT Rfe?T 3TOTT TOT TO t I fTO^ 
3TlclRcK1, TTTRTTO# # TOST RT 3TRRT TO 3TTO#d R^T f#TT TO t 
f# arofcRT TOTg - R^ # 3TTO #tcT RelRT, TO^TO TO TO^ t 
3# % TOR 4 '#c^ TORT TOT fcTlAf^d RT sp# TO #t # 3RRT 
RelRT RTORT RT TO^ # TO #TO# TO #t t I ^H# 3T#RTO TO 
did f#TO TOT 1? f# TOR RRg cR^ # #dd ^T RgcT 3T#R 
f#TO t 3# RTOT R^ # # 3TcTRT M # ## TOg" R^ # 

3TeRI # #TOT # ^|cT TOT t I 3R: #RT R## Rf#T # 
##RT # IcR TTT#TO# ^ TOTg’ # TOTg R^ (^# # 3TcTRT #5 

# !>) # Mgd ^JRT # dcRTT TOfR (# aTRRT #5) # PlcJd 





[ HPT I—' WZ 1 ] 
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3TTf^r ^ t i toR ^fm <£ to tfm prof 

fcT? TOFT TOTTC (wft M cfr£) TOTTO cTFRT 3ffr fW 

jnf^r w fcmN fW tot t I toto fcicRnr ^ ctr^t ^ tort 

iJlRlchichi OTTO3? % ^ SR^cT f^PTT t vJ^FT 3?T ^TOt $ 

THTTcft TO-TRTO OTTO ctftrof ^ TOT ^cFTT xTTft? I 

vj#^T yrfE-rw^t OTpfrT f^n t fcF> tottto otto ^t tjotIto 

3fk TOTO CT2JT #T-?cTO ^TOt 3TOTT-3TOTT ftTOT fk& ^RjfoRTf 
£[RT §rfcT cfTT ftsjforr %OT TO? I iftcj ^fTFT TOTO fcRRR 4> v3tR 3 
5TTf^4cf? I ^ TO - ^ fiKI TOlPltllRd “HlRd Sil'fld 3TOR ^ddl 

Hlf^lcb OTTO TR ^RT TOFT ^ TO TO* 4>T OTjteT fW t I 
TTlf^TW^ ^ ^FfT f^ac|<S TOcpRt $ TO? 4?t vTOT 1? 3ffr % TO ^flTT 

Wr t ft? ^ro w33\ Rif^r i> ftr? to m$i $ fen? otto 

(ftpft TO-?cTO t) ^ TO ET^ TOfPT <£t TO-?TO 
cR^3Tt ft?F?t cj?)ddl uflxf % I TO iff ftcT Rh^JI dldl ^ ft? 
^cfcft OTtM ^ TOfttT OTcR% TJTO? WT 7T TOTOI R# £ 3lk ^TfeH? 
5TT%^T^t EjxJcJ TOFT TOTO 47 ^eT fi|dl<M 3TO cf^fRT TT^TTcff TO 
TJOTTTO ftro t I 

TOT vnm vfa c^rRT TOR: TOR vkMWf cfc fcTTT eJMR 3 infer 

3TRTTcff cjff TOT 3Tk RTftcT OTTOt cBT TPTO 

OTTO eft TOT cTOT TOg fjwf 3fk ^cf TO 

39. vdtiVi cTSTT ^ifqcpiqod'i (3mTTTO) ^ 3T^[ET fcfTZTT 2TT 1% ^T cT82T 

^ C RK U I f% <sl'Jll<-Tl3TT^ ^ TRT OT^% vicMK c^ Tjot fcfcRUT 

t 7^ TOK OT^ftTJ^T cnff^RUT c^ T5^ ZTT 31M 3T^T 
RR 3 3FRT WT ^T enff^cT R# t, #41^3TT^ ^T cf> ^-cTR 
OTefj^T % % 'd'^cg cR^ ^ 3TeFT RRRT # I 3RT:, vJ^t^T ^TWf^cT 

OTTf^T c^ feT? 3TT^OT^fT TO f^eRT ^if^jehn ^ ^ ^Rff ^ 
Mchll^ld OTTO 3TTTOT TR 'TR’Rn %7J ] f | 




*lMd/TO 




2001-02 

2002-03 

v5FT.- 

for.'03 

>iHe|csE ^| 

31,095 

18,384 

3,460 

27,312 


M—KMHiW 

- 

- 

1,496 

f>cT amid 


18,384 

3,460 

28,808 

£1^ vj^Vi 

166695 

176644 

184977 

165343 

vicMIQc^) 

59687 

75274 

110313 

109216 


257,477 

270,302 

298,750 

303,367 












THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


Part 1—Sec. 1 


di fom w RcMdi t fa sum cr>t cJcrt 3 

3Tcrf^ cfr q^R WT 3 17% cff^ t I qSTTft, 3TTqR ctft 
cjcRT *T 3Tcrf^ cf? i^R ^eT 3TRRt 3 % STRIcTt ^ 

f|# A 5.2% FKIcR 3TT^ t I Wq 3Rf4 4> 4h?R 3fR 3Tcrf^F 
TJcf cfc ^fR cR? 4k id 4t <i«dcS( ^Tt 4 ^ 41 *1 Rq.TRT. ^ 3TRR 

wq % t I 


cfj| cTTvHR 


vH.- 

for.'03 


0 

0.00 



mftd Sildldi £^t aihR tfttad (#3TT^RF) TR vSaVl cl>t ctfRd 

2000-01 I 2001-02 2002-03 I «ft. f^.’03 



tkc^ <4Rrl 


100.0 


2001-02 


94.8 


2002-03 


101.9 


,39.8 

115.9 


dM^kl dlfeicbl q? f4R>4 f^PeRT t f%> 3TTEFR q4 4^ c]cRT 3 v#q 
3RR q> 4kR RfeT 3TRRt q>t q^lHclt 3 39% ^ 3Tf4q> 

^ t STcrf^T $ q^R q^ qWf 3 15% 4r StRIcF ^ ^ 

% I 


41 . 
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+Id<s wm &*<* ^ 4>1*K1 cbciMl .(fl^tfl) 

4KdR<b 311*4 


vR. - fePf., 03 (^./At.^l) 

Hg'ci cfH^d (3T^j) 

16436.29 

ftjnl <T>1*lcl (A? 3TcTRT £)>s) 

**** 

gfa'd cfrcMt dm 3F4 ^T dfad 


cFf^cft % 

(10-20%) 

>d«1cg fctff A Hg-q ^1*id 

18883 

Rlsr5] cjT|*id (^1^ <hcin ti's) 

**** 

^ iJlcIN ^el fel^ c£hd 

***** 


d^lHd )ifci?ici 

1-2% 


42. SlfclRckl, 3?Tf^Rt cfc 3JTCRT ^>T 3T^TT^T SR^cT f^T 

wtfe 3TRTTfcRT <R^ M 3TcTRT R^teT Rc^cRI, cT^TT 

^ 13tk cr iRej ^rr 3 *R^ vj#q srt faftffid ^ rt ^ fa 

3TefRT field'd ^ $ RTFT Mfcl'W^ ^R ?£l % I ^dc£ 

^RlRcKl ^ ' ? Tfe fct^TI 'W % f^7 eRq£ 4MK R cR^J 4^1 *id R 
4§d 3 T%cR f^|"ldl % 3jR 'deicQ 4^ ^ ^R 3TefRI ^>s) 4?t 4>)*1tl ^«lcg 
cRd, efft 3TcTFT TT^ 4^Hdl % RfcT f I 3RT: ^Hd 4->dRft HlRld 
^ PtejRr efr fei^ 5nR)0i^ R >d4cs ^ft R >d4cs 4^ Rnft ^R 3 Tctft 
# 5 Cf^t f) ^ T rfx[ TJeJT ^eldl ^Rcj^ vjeiVl (^R 3TcTRI TR5) Pi4el 
\M\ Tnf§ R t l ^Rct WPft wri^tcr t ermft vRr 


3TRrf^cf7 (2% R cfj?r) R# RFfT W t I ^Rt RT^T RJc^ 

CRT PtejRr cRpTPT mdd^sft ^|e4> *R f^4K 1%^ fsRTT Pb4l ' T FTT I? I . 
cjfRm ^RT 



mf^a 3u<noi ^ vj«Vi «i>) <i>)*id 








2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

Rsf5t crTl'Hd 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

■«jiS)«i<$ 

100.00 

95 

102 

117 


43. vRtT f% ^R RT WdT t, R^ff R *TTfed 3TRTTcff R WRT 

eRc£ ^TRt R- eR^ ^FTPT v5cMl4l* W Rf^ ^RTcT ^RT ^3TT t I 
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^)./tft.'CT 

WTO1 

TRH02 

WT03 

wcr 3^ 

M^q ♦Jc-d-Mlfcd ■341'Hlcl 

14591 

14901 

14971 

18883 


100 

102.125 

102.604 

129.42 

f^cid yifkl 

* * ** 

** ** 

** * * 

**** 

^xjcbjcb 

100 

94.5822 

108.181 

114.18 

W1 ^ 9*^ cfft dMId 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

^chich 



98.1771 

110.31 

i '< i" i' I i'i"! i ,i , i 1 '| 

liBIBIlM 


Miwi 

* * ** 

**** 

^qcnicn 

100 

101.416 

95.9396 

94.43 


44. ^'Ml 1% W >Hcf^clI t?, >l-i<NcQ ^ HI Rid aTRTcff cfr chKU| 


vJeiVl cfc ^fTH WTT^f cpr ■qftTTcT 3Tcnje^PT PtftcT 
BtcTT t I 

tfo vj^icii cfr vjc^Kchl tr amrTcfr ^ hRuii 41 smra - ej^c| 

vitlVl cj5t R^jfcl *R SHTTcf >sic1^ die! ^pft cfRcfit ITcf >dci>dcRi cJTT fc\?c)qu| 



*1HT 3 'eRc^ dsU>T tET elMlf f^'W-ll 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

RtT.’03 

tK<?^ vieiVl 3?f fefjlol 

166695 

176644 

184977 

165343 

3T^T RsRt 


59687 

75274 

110313 

109216 

3TT^TTcT-W 

31,095 

18,384 

— 

3,460 

28,808 

£d filNK 

257477 

270302 

298750 

303367 

«IM H $ qRcJcid 





J>d dMK 

257477 

270302 

298750 

303367 

<J>d «IMK 4 uRcMd 


4.98 

16.03 

17.82 

vJ^Vl cf>T ddd^T 

166705 

177624 

189908 

168363 

*R<?^ dcMIcM 4 qRg^d 


6.55 

13.92 

0.99 

V\f5\ 3fRTTcT 

31,095 

18,384 

3,460 

27,312 

mfcd curara if mR^h 


-40.88 

i 

00 

00 

bo 

vl 

-12.17 

3F*T 3TFTRT 




1,496 

3T^T 3Hdld 4 





% f^RTT 





tRoJ^ 'J^fPT 

64.7 

65.4 

61.9 

54.5 



n 

23.2 

27.8 

36.9 

36.0 

TTTfor dm id 

12.1 

6.8 

1.2 

9.5 

3T^T 31Wld 

0_ 

0 

0 

0.5 
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*4 }^ vjwVi *r jnrra - «imk ft 'H*ifftd aiicb^ 








2001-02 

2002-03 

vid.-Rti.03 


257477 

270302 

298750 

303367 

Vmxcj^ vJejVi forcii 

64.7 

65.4 

61.9 

54.5 

<iftd viHilld te'WII 

12.1 

6.8 

1.2 

9.0 

3Hi vjiiVh' m fl^i 

23.2 

27.7 

36.9 

36.0 

3>ef 3u<4ldj 3M fottll 

12.1 

6.8 

1.2 

9.5 

^?T % 

100 

100 

100 


<shci 3JT *Jc*I 





HifSd 3TROT 

3328.00 

2009.00 

380.00 

4085.00 

iHNld 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

195.00 

'HI'fcfk \ieik ftpfl 

44307.49 

46743.38 

58866.06 

62261.74 

^rf$r 

47635.49 

48752.38 

59246.06 

66541.74 

vjejk <w f^'Wii 

93.01 

95.88 

99.36 

93.57 

tifaa Mlf&a 4>l Rttii 

6.99 

4.12 

0.64 

6.14 

3i 1 <L||eft CR| f^*>dl 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.29 

$d 3H4ld1 g>l fij'f'HT 

6.99 

4.12 

0.64 

6.43 

<^cf % 

100 

100 

100 

100 


3 ^FTFT *TFT 3 Man 3RTfa ^ cfRm (M 3^T 3 

3TT£IN cf^ cf5t <JoHT 3) 17% eft ^ ^ t l^cj, Mm cf> f|# *f 

10 % cfft cj^pfr mi t, mM, Mr ^ T rrfecT 3TRrrat ^ H# *r 
M 3TPft t I fMm.- 3T^T nReffa WTRcft ^T ftRTT HPT 3 BM 
ft ttrtt 3 ^ w t I A Man mrt§ $ Mh mMn mtr 
ft fftft 3 ftft if t l 


ft?ft gran? tttct TjRigi 




BS3SE9 


2002-03 

MTM.-foFr.03 

Hlcl 

17507 

15530 

15208 

10468 

fftft HTjfT 

166695 

176644 

184977 

165343 

Rpfl etfl HI-jII 3 Hid cFTT % 

10.50 

8.79 

8.22 

6.33 

^ Klcf > 

if 

83.71 

78.28 

60.28 


46. ftm fft B7R IMft M t 7RTPT ^Kf ftt fftft BRTT 3 3TMR ^ ft 
ftft fM* mRc|^ M f3T ft M^T ^ Tjft ftsft RT^TT ftt ^eFTT ft 
Man ft Mr ft I Man arafa ft Mr 3TfM Mnrft M 
M ft I 
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vicM I^T, OTcfT TJcj 5TTRTT Wlt^T 


47. vjdtr Cf5t 5TT?TT ^ cR^3Tf cfr ftp? t 3ik 

cfr fcR fcrf^ t cR^STt c£ TF^T TRTF 

^n^ntfWT^eT ^ h^Fi cncft cr 

fcrMriT cf^tt t ?rtt ^ cR^3tr wxk 3 ^ urrft t I 

Pnf^cfTT^ ^ TRTF cfJT ^TRcrr WiFi TRTTf TW TT 3fr? T?^3Tf cf> 

feP? SRRTI OTlFT TJSTF WT F ^ Plcbldl t I 

WT WT 3 '(i 4 -$ 


'HHil *>H $ TRT3T tft vicMMH «Hdl TJcf vJMyFl 



wtoi 

WT 02 

WT03 

wrrrfSr 

SPIcTT 


293450 

293450 

293450 

293450 

>i1iid JHHdl 
viM^Vl 

% 

77.08336 

87.39506 

99.39719 

104.6081 

cbc^Jlufl 


***# 

**** 

**** 

**** 

afcllH!CM£IM£3 


**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

y^Ri 


100 

113.3773 

128.9477 

135.7078 


v$cMI<4H ^FfcTT TR dMijVl (tT^ cR^aft cJjT \3cMlc!H SZJRT ^ ^3^ fXj) 


2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

vjRcrtt-f^TR?, 0 3 

SRcTT 

293450 

293450 

293450 

293450 

C1*<J 01 

aNl^T 

166705 

177624 

189908 

168363 

'HM«d 4>kJ <ii fcOF 
anraT wFt g?T 7c 

56.81 

60.53 

64.72 

57.37 


48. ^TFT WR ^FTT RRT t, R^STT 3Tcrf^ $> OTTT F cftf 


^RT F# f3TT t I TRTg - cR^FT ^ WTTFT F ufraTcrfF cfr FftFT 

^TFJcft |p? F 3fiT ^rrfeFF 3TTETK Tf c?F cjdFI F RTF 3Tcrf£f cF 
FftRT STHcTT WTFT F TFJcft ^ t I cRTlfF, 7TO WTFT ^F E2JFT 

F T?^F W F?3T TRT t fcF SRTcTT WTFT 1007c Fr 3rte t I 
3Tf^cFjT§t % fterffaT fcf^FT t % cR^Ft F> RTTST TRj^ F 

3UelHHl$d <3T2TcTT ^cFTT^ff F SrFFr F> 3RR cR^Ft RR Ft 
fcTf^FTWr fcf^TT t 3#? F cRcjTT iTMR F cTTR F? RFT2T FFt W ^Ft t, 
rsFF ^FFt F IFrit t fF> rrrptt 3?Ft Ft ter 7 # 
#Rft RfF TRsT^ cR^3Tt cRf RR ^3R cfF fF?Ft IRRR F 

rF FtFt 1 















[TFT I—1]HKTT TiT TT3FT7 : 
RT4 74 vdcMM 




- 





2000 - 

01 

2001 - 

02 

2002 - 

OS 

vjr.- ftrr. '03 

f^t *jc*I ai<gl 4 vd^Vi 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

^x|<t)icb 

100 

100.227 

113.541 

115.88 

f%sf>t 714T 4^cJ ^sfPT (*ft. Z.) 

**** 

' **** 

**** 

**** 

^T=jcr>icr> 

100 

105.968 

110.967 

99.19 

f^5t *jc^ To. jrfcf <jplc 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

TJWTcj7 

100 

94.5822 

102.32 

116.83 

WTT^T cl Mid To. ^t. ^T 

** 

** 

***3« 


**** 

^cbich 


95.916 

98.1771 

110.31 

crnr/^Tf% af!r 

.,**** 

_#*** 

_**** 

**** 

>^ti chfcf> 

-100 

-118.55 

27.8733 

0.27 

f^t ^T cfPRT ( efTTI To.) 

_♦*** 

_**** 


***3fc 

^Wfa> 

-100 

-125 

■H 

0.27 


© 


49. 3T4f$T cfc cfopT ^#4 ^ vkMKH 3 7%|<fa 4# §7 t 

vfott fa W ^ifaT W t | cWlfa TJSlW 4ft dl4H<fa 4 7pTT7 
fJTT t I ; 

• ‘kw*,; 

jRPTre; 44 gggggT 


^v»FTR TJ4 47 qi'Wftcfc l>4 Tfafal Hct>IVIcHc|? 4414 

1 : 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

MEmwEamm 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 



4.77 

-0.42 

-2.13 

f^tyxWm tfS w%\ 

**** 

**** 

♦ *** 

**** 

Tf44)|4> 

100.00 

101.15 

106.37 

97.14 


ftcPT ^ Hm%?l 





7 77oi 

77702 

77703 





**** 

**** 

★*** 

**** 

<tx«mun 



★*** 

■kirk* 

**** 

**** 




**** 

**** 

kkk* 

★*** 

KTulMMi 




112.8 

120.1 

122.2 
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50 . fcfr W W t ?T>fteTT cfc cfoFT dcMKcbdl A ff 

t I ^Fffen 3Frfa cf> cfoFT ch^lRifr <^ ^TCSJT 3 v^TKT ^£f f3TT 

t 3Frf?t 3 ch4tii^ cpt f%1M cfft ^tht 3ftacr 3 

3TT^ t I W%8R 3FrRr ^ cfftH ^ dd^xWft 

3^RT ff t I 

^err 5 T*ftt, Rfct?r ^ 3 Trt ^ 5^ f^fr? >Hckd4? 


WT01 


WT03 



cfW/?rf% ^TfcT *ft. 



RHHHH 

■SMBIK9 
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51. ftflT fft> 'chH'i c;^|li)| vjlir| ft 4'Ul r 1 ftt dl'TOStfl ft 

f3TT ft 3fk TjftpT ft ^ifttSTOfft ft ^TOTTcft cref ft ftroft 

% mft ftt ^tot ft tot srerfft ft ftro tot tot -pfftff 1 

TO TOT TOT WRW ft 3ff7 :# eft fcPflftTOT 3Tcrf^T 

ft ftro erfe ft ft 1 TOttenftft ft ftro, wet ftcrfft ft ftro 
TOTftt ^ ip W 3M ^ ft 3fft TO ftj1% 'flftteTT TOT ft 

ft?PT TOft ^ftt ft I 


cft*icl TO cjff^T eft jPTljftg q?^ efTet q?ij;cb 

52. ^Wt eft snnfftr TOft enft TO^ftf ftt fttro ^ftftt, fttror to cRrr 

ftfaeT ^ftcbx!U| ft TOffteT ftft ft TOft ftt Rww ft TOT ft ft t I 
TOR ft fftftTO TOTOft TO TOTfeTep cTSTT ftTOT TOlft ft! 
fftfft^T Sffft ftftft TOftft ftt ITftftft ft ftftftcT ftropft ft 

m^u ftt ^t ft 1 

RTSPT HlRrM ft) TOTT 


53. ^TReT ft ft^cg ftftf eft ftsPg' eRfftt ft HIcPl ' F nf5pT TO fftcfft ft^BTpft ft 
IftftTOT fftTO W t ftR ^ft TOlW ^TTO TOIT ft I 

Tjftt yfci^) ftt 

54. TOtPT ft fftfttft eft vj|j-c) cfRft ft H^'cild TO fftwft fftTOTT RTeTT ft 
fft ftft ftft^eT TOT TOf% ^fftt f3TT ft ftp!# ^ftPT ftt ftftf 
vJSlft ftt ft'TOT TO 3TTOT ^ftfTT I 

^gftT eft ft grfft ftftft fft^epft 

55. TORftft TOl4 RFJ TOft ft TOTOT 'dftpl ftt fftlfft f^R ftt ftl 
eft 2000-01 3ilT TOT 3Tftft ft ftfa TOT ftftt ft ftfteT 3TRTTcTt ft TOT 

ft wftcfft ^ftt ft 3ik tortct ft tot ft 10 % ft ftt arfftep ftt fftro: 

3TTft sftr TO ft 3TfTO ft TOt STfft 3Tftft ft ftftPT 20%, ftt fft^TO 
3TTft I TOT TO fftftcT ftftftt TO TO ft ft ^ftt fftTOftH' 3Tftft ft 
ftlTO TOTfftep TO ft efftt 3ft? ft^T ftftt ft FT TOTTeft ft epRR ftftfcT 
cpftftt ^TTfftPT TORI#T STT I TO ftt ftR: IftTO RTeTT ft fft> 4Tfft?T 3TRT[ftt 
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RT Rtt H# ft # I ^R# 3TcTTcrr eAc^ \3TTP7 cfft 

corner RH Htt ft sfA RRHH A ^rfcT 3Tcrf^ ct gffRFT tAo£ HRTTR cfff 
eAo£ f^t cjtWt A AAhr ^ ft t I RiRg- A?fi A’ ht1%h 3TRiTcft n> 

RTRH Rft H^HH WFZ Htf ft aft I ^ RPft cfW RTTR 

RTTO eA^ ceT RTFTFR M cfr fcHdM % eAc^ HrAh H?t f^rfcT 3 

RJEJTR H> RTT2T fHT I HTf£H 3TRTTcff HTJ c£fact (MIcM^l^ft ^jcR Wl^ch^) 
RTfAt f^RT^T 3Tcrf£r A eAc£ hAAt cf?T ctfWcff cfr HRRR At 3fA ^RRt 
HH HR cftt HHTH Htf W f^R# eAc^ vj^fm cR[ cf^Hdf 3 HHTTRT cTFTH 
3 A’ 3Tte ff^ gRRT 3 RT?THHT ftcff I HRjft ^frT 3R^T ^RPT 
| TOTT A HAcRfa Htf f3TT t A%H RRR vdHHHl 3T5RT RRR £TRT 
vJdllRd RT^t cR^3Tf c£ $RHT viM^VT 3 35%. eft cff^ ft t I HRrft 

HHTTHH 3fA ft?A HTHT *T arfcT cfr ftRR 3TRcR hRcrAt H# f3TT t, 

AfcRH ^ 3RfSr e£ ^RTH HTef RJ^RTl HT RHTR A STHtArR RlRNd 3TFft 
t #R AffbAi cfr 3RHRT ^ 'HleK£*ft A 3 TrAR 5 PAldd 3TFft t I 
tA?£ RTRlAT ^ WTvRTR ft# A ^RT 3^ cfr ft^TH f^KMe 3TRft t, TfF 
f%RRTT 3RH \ic4Kcft gTRT ft feRIT HHT t RF#t fRT RTTR A HTH Hft 
fcTHT t I tAc^ vJRTtH nA 2000-01 ft ftRFT STRRTf^TcFT ErA eft R^lfcl % 
fH: HTTH ftt f^Tl% 4 OT HHT t I tAc^ \3RfR RTRfHTR ^ t 

3fA 3Rf^ ^RTH RHIgcbdl A ^ 15%. ft t I cFTTt 

fRft HR 3TTH A tt ^RT 3RAr $ tAlH 14%. ctt sitld^ ft t 3#R HTpft 

ct RfR RTTH A RjRR ^-3TT t ^ftR ^4cidT RTR 507c HR t I 

^RffeR d% ct Rt^cTR ^RT RTH^ RfTH A tAc| Wd^ld H# 

RR^ f I HRffcT STfcT AA tA^ ^RtH ct RRTR 1 %rA ^ cfnft, 

3c4ldd 3ltR HR 3 Tr 1ikl 3TR HRTRTRR W HRltA t, HTf^cT 3TRT?ff 

A ft ct RrAt r?A RRtt farter ctf fl% ntf n?r rt RfcRft sft i 

&. HRH RfgTT grfcf c^ RlAt R^A 3TgRT 3TT^frf ttA c^ TTHTHHT 

TA^ReilH ^ 3TfAET 

54. ‘ e A^ 'RSflH ^ HTRH HR 5TfcT c4 ^At R?% 3TRIT 3TTff% ttA RIHTcFTT 

i cfr RTHH A fcrfAR HcffA HRfcf cA f I eAc^ HRAt ^TRT tr HRfcT f^HT 

TRTT t f% crAtFT RTTH RfAtSTT RHH ^ ^RTfeTH eAcJ vifclVl Ht ft 

srfcr ctt RFftan ct steAh ct rrA A rtph H>t Rrrtt aArf^RT t I 

fRf RTHH A lAc^ HRAT ^ H? HRfH %HT t 1% 3TTHTH eAc^ HRJAt ctt 

ctAfcfl' H^eT tt MHIRI Rfldl HR codicil RR R% t I hR hAhR ^cR 
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Rt ^PTT RRIT t eft ^ffacT chdlcft g>t #TT f 3TFt ^ #ft f^R# 
^cRcRoq 3TTWr cfjj WTRR f%RTT 3TpTch t I SJc^ ^ft 

Rpf cfc mRuhhw^m vj^m cf W f MRu||*fl PKMd cf 

RR7 fcTfft vkMI<W>i cf W 1%Rt f 3TTf ^ #ft I Pwfd<fi eft 
W ^TT3T“r <TOT qftf^pRfl cf TPTO f ^ cfcf7 f^TT TRIT t % ft^F 

cf (Pdfdch) chT f^l w Wt f -^n t 3TRRT 

chfedl^T ^T WPTT ^ t I ^FRft cf "qi^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t I 
^Tcf ^TTST # cjtqFft eft ^TePeT 3RTcT MP'HMPlif f ft ft t I ffpR 

f R^T f^K RT% cf ttPutrw^T cfrpft Rt fkffa mf t I RfcT^I 
vidJIdd SFRTT cf RRR cfqpft 3TRt FeRf eft %ft RFt $ feR #7IT 
d3|e| f ^j?ft % I WTcT eft STRlPtcR RRcJdl ^ fcf> ^ceh 6CI^ vjfT% 
Pdf deb Rt RRcT f STRlPtR mPhI^I cf PmfcT RRt cf RlW 3RRR 

tfcft I W ft TTFTT T RT 1? fcfr RRg- ^ft f PnfcTcfr f RRF>t ufc| RFT 

^t ^ePTT f 3TfcrP^T SFTcTT W eft t I ^RTTcT ft R*Tet f RTFTT^T R<T f 
cRTT R<^ RTf cf RFFt f ffflF M 7t M fef^cT cf 3T7Tft RcRdcfl' 

cTSTT Pmfdchl f f t I fft fklfcT f ^eR cf ^jtt Rif f fffft 

vScMIdch eft W7 3llkHlPld RRt ft RRlPtR 3RRR RR #f I 3Tlf RF 
vfr^T fr 11% r^Pf> ft^T ?jcr ipr 3TFnfr ft vjdW Rt ft ^t 
tffcT WW<\ Wr f 3wfxeT t cTSJT Rtf^T eT^TT STpf HlfSlfi f 

^rfw WT % efjTRR t ^rff ^ 3T^rfefRTT W t % wft ^t cfTW 

ctf f f vJcHI^I chi 3ttY 3TRTTcT JjPTT pRTcf ■qTHW^'T t|^ v3Cj1 J l 

eft fn^t srPr ->i^HdH fr RKpfr i 

57. ych^ch^ui farm Rift ej^f cf trcirt, sniiidch-iiiPichichdf f arPr 

^ tid'dPi ^ f viold SRI ^t ^ dcflefl W f^dl 

ti ^ ft t Ritm f §iPr eft ^Ri^i% ^ f 

fetrft qRuild "R ^Ft cf fcR RptcFlft cf ^FF^f deficit cf ^PRcJxl 
cflf 3TRI WT 3R^ef ^ PtRH t I fF f WdM 

pTWcleft ^ 3T^SI II ^ ^?T (vii) ^t fk RPmft RT E2R RIchffd 
fem t cRIT ^ ft % 1% PilHNeft f ffprf^ ^tf ^ 

FFTct W RF£ dft flf I 

\ 

mpRhTft IRT RRT 

58. ITTpcfkt f frft Pd6|<£| ^5TcpRf ^ tTcff ^t RRI eft t | HlPfl>Tft ftF 
cfRef ^ fcf vitlVl RT ^ «JTcH f^ cR^3ff ^ feR fft f 
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™ 4 *rm Hi <jcRT A TOjfa arRro %, 

cf?T TOR? 3T»ft TOR %g- ^ f^RT TOT t I 3TFT ^ TORT TOT t 
% ^ff ^ TTRxffa TOTO cf5t ^IkTlftd TORt cf> fcTxr JRJTO Tj>TeT^ 
vidTM ^PTcTTSTt cf> TOfa cf5T TO1T faRft TO gRT RT^ foRT 

TOT t I TOJRt ^ ^ TOR % % MlddM ^ecfj cpt TOTR 

RRT Rf f^?ft NScMKcht cfc TORR 3 3TFt cjf% cf^f f 

1% T^c| TOTtR <& TOR j%R^ 3 RRTTO ^ TO?#? #o£ ^cMKcbl t£ 
TOTO flTOT 3 5RT TOT#f#T TOT off ^ #, ^ % fc|^# # ##T 
3TO#i IRI I 

59. #o£ TO#T d% # ^RT^frT cf> TOR % TOf#TO$t % rttotM 

Pl'ifHIcJc?), #R|? #% ^ ^TORf ^ TO A # cTSTT f#£ ST# #t RTTOTOT 
# 4v^r f#e!TOT cfr TOR 3 TO##? TOTT WdT t, # TO£R 2 # 
^TOTTO (vii) TO fcRTR #RT t I 

TOR#ctcf> ST# # 'iSIxR TO# O'?# ##?*? TO# TO 3TRlRd gVll 
R #> #TOT 3TORT, WHT TORT <£?TOT RTTOTOT TO I rRR### 3 
hRc#^, #R# cRl^ ## R*?fd TOTOT # #R# MICM # TOTTOT 
ST# ##, TOR TOT # ^c|Rjd(rl TOTOR ## Rf%R I 

TOTORTO ST# # ^3# #t RltRMdl # TOEf ^T #Tf ##TOT TO# 

to ##r toRitot# to? wroff # tosi-tor RinleiRsid tortot 

XR fcRR TO#1T: 

TO) cjl^dfcjcb TOT # T# ^ 3TRT?T ^WIT cpt ^ifct fXJ 

'JTRcT ^ RTfeT 3JRRT ^ ^ TO ; 

is ) fcR^f ^RiRcki Rrafcff cflt arrofrRcr to^ - $ fcTR 3iR 
RrRt RRTRT c^t vJTORERT TO RTR ^ ^ *rrc#IT rtort 
$ TORTfcTO Wf % «r| ^ MtfcLcl SlRTcit cfft TOTOTTOTT 
TOltxf RratcRj cf?r ^PTOTT 3 TOlfRT TOTRR, 

3T2TcR 3TRTO TORT^TO 

^T) TOIT 3TRR ^Rft cfWf TO ^ # foTOt cfWt TO 
TOlfR RTOR>Rt 3T2RT ^dchl^l 3TOR xrsR #, qT^TT 3TFt 
3TRTcff ^ f^ WT ^ ^ ^T'HTcRT ?Rft; d[2R 

IT) Wcr-RTOTTcT cf>t TO |" 
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MRW '*EI -Mm : 3 TOWTTW _ ; 

60. RTF ^ fcpR mTTcTT t f^j viM^chrl 3 W RTR RT RwR°l 

ffcm w t i % nFcn Rfer arrmetr *r ^rait % r^Rr % I 

MTtetft s[RT RfafReT eRtf % RIF W Wen t % nTfer 3TTWT WeR 
3 ^ t 1 frr> wrt rr<j ^ft 3 vje^iqi r* arf^ 

^TTW 5FRTT Fft M JRFT 3RepT ^ f^T W t I RFT eR> RR<* 

% Rf^£ cR^ efft 3TRTTcT efftwi <R RRET t, RF ^ RMl RIeTT t 

RnfteTRf£r ^ ^rft Pi^la 3 Wtr t I Rei rj^I ^ 

3 Md<t> ^r WTT^f ^ rrt cfw rr ^ rrei 3 Rtf 

RTISR \JMd«R R# RRTR W t I 

PjfccbtJ 


6i. Tjfer nR fcmR rr% <£ rr R^Rrft rf fimoti t f%> - 

(i) \pf 3?cff^f ^ fiRH r^rt ^ riRcq cR^afr rt Pi^Ia rtfitr rr 
^jRft w fcfRTT w t I mf§ $> ^Irft #n ppt.w. fr Rtf 
3TTRRT *isl R^t f I 3TcT: ^T RFT.RR. c£ fel^ WR 
f^fatRd Hicq dlf^ld RR FRI RpftelT RfTR efr qlxM fctRTR fcb-MI RRT 
2TT I 

(ii) eTRTft, R^'^FTtR ^ RTf^cT' 3TTRTRt f> RTRR ^f ^fcT RRt RF% 

f^rfef R?t r# Ft RR>t t I / 

(iii) Rrf^ - RNeg ^?rt % >;-)'«)eg rr^ rr oFTTr rr RTcFiRtEft ^or> fr 
fcRH RTeTT t efr def ^RT^ItT cf^ RTnTWT t I 


v3f. RpbiR^i 

62. ^JF RPW^ Rlcbld^l c^ 1R % RR^ ^ff Rt RR^ ^ ^ RTf^cT 3TRJTcft 
^ cfTRUT \3lfpT cf^T fcfRft c|Kxlfc)cb srfrT cf^t ^ ^ t 3fR 
RRsT ^?fr ^ RR^St nR^ ^ 3TRTRT cpTRT §rl% cf^t Ft% 

cptf RTRcRTT ^ t, RteTfr RR^ % %RTTR Rift R^ % 

nR ^ ^ sftRpR t 3fR RulHMefl % RrPT 23 ^ 

STJRHR RR^f 3[2|k #T RR. W. cTSIT RRT % fcR^ RPJ MlddR^ft 
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% RRTFf cfft Rpp|R*l 'T’Tcf ■§ I 3R: vjM^cKI cffj E2JH ^ xJXSIc) ^ 
Hlf^lchi^l ftnich 25.6.2001 cf?t stRrj^rt trrtt 65/2001 -ttrtt % cTF^T 
eFTR TjT^T#fr TFTRT eft ft-WlRtf Sfy^f f vjfT 

TR^flR % STftRJ^FTl Tit cll<lO Tt UTTTt $bll I 


63. ^TT 3TT^T % fecTTh cFllf STrftoT sri^RR % TFRT \3Wff % SPJTIN 
^Hl^ecb, W cfSfT iWm 3RFITte^T % TRST RTR 
w TRfrfl I 


ferzt tr. f¥^ -snfspfiRt 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

Final Findings 
New Delhi, the 20th May, 2005 

Subject: Mid-term Anti-dumping Review investigations in the matter relating to imports of certain types/ 
grades of alloy and non alloy steel billets, bars and rounds having 70 mm to 250 mm diameter 
from Russia and China PR. 

No. 15/6/2004-DGAD.—A. Background of the Case 

1. The Designated Authority having regard to the Customs Tariff 
Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, 
Assessment and Collection of Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 issued public notice vide 
Notification No. 31/1/99-DGAD dated 9th December, 1999 for 
initiation of anti dumping investigation concerning certain seamless 
grade alloy and non alloy steel billets, bars and rounds originating in 
or exported from Russia, China and Ukraine. The Designated 
Authority recommended Imposition of provisional Anti Dumping duty 
on imports of certain grades of alloy and non alloy steel billets, bars 
and rounds (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) originating in or 
exported from Russia and China PR (hereinafter referred to as subject 
countries) falling under sub-headings 7206.90, 7207.19 and 7207.20 
and the findings were published vide Notification no. 31/1/99 dated 1 st 
December, 2000. The Designated Authority came out with final 
findings on 1 st June, 2001 and definitive anti dumping duty was 
imposed by Customs on 25 th June, 2001. 

2. Following the submission of a request by M/s Maharastra 
Seamless Ltd which contained positive evidence necessitating the 
need for a mid term review, the Authority issued a public notice dated 
24 th May 2004, published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, 
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MTTfl ^1TT3TT^ : ____ 

initiating Anti-Dumping mid term review investigation under Rule 23 of 
the Antidumping Rules-read with Article 11.2 of the Agreement on 
Antidumping, in respect of the duty in force against the subject 
countries as above, to determine whether the continued imposition of 
the duty is required to offset dumping, and whether injury would be 
likely to continue or recur if the duty were removed or varied, or both. 



3. The procedure described below has been followed with regard 
to this investigation: 


After initiation of the review the Authority sent questionnaires, 
along with the initiation notification, to all known 
exporters/producers in the subject countries, and domestic 
industry in India in accordance with the Rule 6(4), to elicit 
relevant information; V 


£ ii) The Embassies/High Commissions/ Representatives of the 
subject countries in New Delhi were informed about the initiation 
of the review investigation, in accordance with Rule 6(2), with a 
request to advise the exporters/producers in their respective 
countries to respond to the questionnaire within the prescribed 
time.' 


(iii) Questionnaires were sent to known importers and consumers of 
subject goods in India calling for necessary information in 
accordance with Rule 6(4). 

iv) Investigation was carried out for the period starting from 
01.01.2003 to 31.12.2003 (POI). However, injury examination 
was conducted for a period from AM 2001, AM 2002, AM 2003 
and POI. 


(v) Request was made to the Directorate General of Commercial 
Intelligence and Statistics (DGC.I&S) to arrange details of imports 
of subject goods for the past three years, and the period of 
investigations; 

(vi) No response to the initiation notification was received from arty 
other exporter, importer and associations except M/s Kunal 
corporation, Mumbai and M/s Federation of Indian industries 
(Ftl), Steel re-rolling Mills Association of India and the applicant 
for this review. 

(vii) M/s Indian Seamless steel and alloys Ltd, Pune and M/s Kalyani 
steel , Pune submitted their responses opposing the review on 
behalf of domestic industry. 
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(viii) The Authority has considered all views expressed and 
submissions made by various interested parties to the extent 
they are relevant for the present investigation. 

(ix) The Authority made available non-confidential version of the 
evidence presented by various interested parties in the form of a 
public file kept open for inspection by the interested parties; 

(x) The Authority verified the information furnished by the domestic 
industry to the extent possible examine the injury suffered and to 
work out optimum cost of production and cost to make and sell 
the subject goods in India on the basis of Generally Accepted 
Accounting Principles (GAAP) and the information furnished by 
the applicants so as to ascertain if Anti-Dumping duty lower than 
the dumping margin would be sufficient to remove ihjury to 
Domestic Industry; 


(xi) The Authority held a public hearing on 7.12.2004 to hear the 
interested parties orally, which was attended by representatives of 
the various interested parties, The parties attending the public 
hearing were requested to file written submissions of views 
expressed orally. The written submissions received from interested 
parties along with the rejoinders and other submissions have been 
considered by Designated Authority in this disclosure statement. In 
accordance with Rule 16 of The Rule supra, the essential facts/ 
basis considered for these findings were disclosed to known 
interested parties on 10 ,h May 2005 and comments received on the 
same are duly considered in Final Findings. 


(xii) **** In the Notification represents information furnished by 
interested parties on confidential basis and so considered by 
the Authority under the Rules. 

C. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND ‘LIKE ARTICLE’ 

4. The Product under consideration is "certain types/grades of 
alloy and non alloy steel billets, bars and rounds having 70 mm to 
250mm diameter conforming to IS specification or any other 
international specification equivalent to IS standards". The list of 
grades as mentioned in the initiation notification (of the original 
investigation) dated 9.12.99 and corrigendum dated 21.1.2000 
remains the same. Certain arguments have been raised in the written 
submissions by the petitioner importer that certain types/grades of the 
subject goods do not find mention in the corresponding IS 
classifications and hence they are required to be deleted from the 
scope of the product. However, no detailed submissions or evidence 
in support of their claim have been submitted to the Authority. 
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Following the issuance of disclosure statement, the petitioner importer 
has once again reiterated the fact that not all 29 grades fall within the 
product scope and some of the IS specification have been deleted 
from BIS specification list and therefore, all 29 grades cannot be 
continued within the scope of product under consideration. The 
authority has examined the argument of the petitioner-importer and 
notes that their arguments are unsubstantiated and uncorroborated 
with any evidence. In view of the above, the Authority confirms the 
product under consideration and like article as decided and held in the 
original investigation and also in the initiation of the review (read along 
with corrigendum). The product under consideration is classified under 
sub-head 7206.90, 7207.19 and 7^07.20 of Schedule I of the Customs 
Tariff Act, 1975 The Classification is, however, indicative only and is in 
no way binding on the scope of the present investigations. 


D. Various issues raised bv various interested parties and the 
examination bv the Authority 


D.1 Issu es of standing, domestic industry and related parties - 
Views of the domestic industry, the petitioner and examination 
bv the Authority 

5. The petitioner for the Review M/s. Maharashtra Seamless Ltd 
(MSL) in their written submission followed by a rejoinder have claimed 
that both M/s. Kalyani Steels Limited (KSL) and M/s. Indian Seamless 
Steel Alloys Ltd (ISSAL) cannot be treated as domestic industry by 
reason of their relationship with the importer. In their argument, the 
petitioner has submitted that M/s. ISSAL has been a major supplier of 
subject goods to M/s. Indian Seamless Metal Tubes Ltd (ISMT)’and 
with effect from 1 st April 2003 both the companies have been 
undergoing a combined restructuring proposal which provides, inter 
alia, for merger of both the companies. They have claimed that under 
these circumstances there are grounds to believe that effect of 
relationship is such so as to cause both the companies to behave 
differently from non-related companies as required under explanation 
(a) to rule 2(b) and, therefore, both ISSAL and ISMT shall be treated 
as related to each other. Similarly, the petitioner has also stated that 
by virtue of the fact that M/s. KSL holds significant shares in ISMT and 
one of their director is common to both the companies, these two 
companies shall be deemed to be related to each other. In view of the 
above, it has been contended that both M/s. KSL and M/s. ISSAL are 
related to ISMT who is the importer of subject goods from the subject 
countries and therefore, in terms of Rule 2(b) they may be deemed not 
to form part of domestic industry. 

6. The petitioner has further disputed $he claim of the domestic 
industry that M/s. KSL, ISSAL and M/s Jir&al Steel and Power Ltd 
(JSPL) account for 100% of the production of the subject goods in 
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India. They have claimed that in the total domestic production, other 
domestic producers like MUSCO and SAIL Durgapur have not been 
taken into account in their domestic industry. Further, they have stated 
that they are not related to M/s. JSPL within the meaning of 
antidumping rules. Thus, they have requested the authority to treat 
JSPL as a domestic producer who opposes the petition and thus, the 
authority is requested to examine the standing of KSL and ISSAL in 
terms of relevant antidumping rules. 

7. The authority has examined the contention of the petitioner and the 
domestic industry. A Iogk at the transaction wise import statistics from 
the secondary sources indicate that a small quantity of 412 MT of the 
subject goods was imported by the ISMT during the POI from the 
subject countries. However, this quantity is considered as insignificant 
as it amounts to less than 2% of the subject goods imported into India 
and is negligible as compared to the production of domestic industry 
during the POI and of the total demand of the subject goods during the 
POI. Accordingly, the Authority concludes that very small quantity of 
imports of the subject goods have been made from the subject 
countries during the period of investigation by ISMT and hence the 
arguments regarding the relationship of M/s. KSL and ISSAL with 
importer (ISMT) does not hold ground. Further no evidence has been 
placed before the Authority by the petitioner importer that there are 
grounds to believe that the effect of the relationship between the 
domestic industry and importer is such as to cause both the 
companies to behave differently from non related companies. In view 
of the above, both M/s. KSL and M/s. ISSAL are being treated as 
domestic industry within the meaning of antidumping rules. With 
regard to allegation of relationship between the JSPL and MSL, the 
authority concludes after examining relevant records placed before it 
that M/s. MSL and M/s. JSPL are not related parties within the 
meaning of antidumping rules and therefore, M/s. JSPL is treated as a 
domestic producer who has, however, not taken part in the 
investigation. The Authority, therefore, has examined M/s KSL and 
M/s ISSAL for the purpose of injury as mentioned in the Annexure III 
of this disclosure statement. Following the issuance of disclosure 
statement, the petitioner-importer has submitted that the injury has 
been determined based on the data pertaining to M/s. Kalyani Steel 
Limited and M/s. ISSAL only. They have added that details regarding 
selling prices of JSPL along with the Chartered Accountant Certificate 
has already been submitted to the authority and the prices submitted 
by them should be considered for the purpose of determining price 
undercutting and price depressions etc. The authority has examined 
the contention of the petitioner-importer and again notes that 
adequate opportunity was extended to M/s. JSPL to submit the 
information pertaining to their selling prices and cost of production as 
per the domestic industry proforma. However, they have chosen not to 
participate in the subject investigation and, therefore, the authority has 
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examined M/s. KSL and M/s. ISSAL for the purpose of injury as 
mentioned in the annexure III of the disclosure statement. 

D.2 Other Issues: Initiation of review : arguments bv the 
petitioner importer, domestic industry and examination bv the 
Authority 


8. The domestic industry has argued that under Article 11.2 pf 
ADA read with Rule 23 of Indian Antidumping Rules, substantiation of 
grounds of review are mandatory and the applicant has failed to do so. 
Therefore, the initiation of the review is flawed. The applicant importer 
has argued that the Indian Law requires the Authority to review the 
need for continuation of duty from time to time and does not cast an 
obligation on the party seeking a review to provide substantial 
evidence. However, they had provided positive information, as 
required under Article 11.2 of ADA, on several grounds and sufficient 
information was available with the Authority to initiate a review. The 
domestic industry has further claimed that onus of establishing need 
for withdrawal is on petitioner, as the review investigations are being 
undertaken to examine the need for continued imposition. Since the 
petitioner has failed to establish the need for withdrawal, the anti 
dumping duties in force must be continued. 


9. The Authority has carefully examined various submissions 
made by the interested parties in connection with the initiation of this 
review investigation. 

10. Article 11.2 of the Agreement provides that the Authorities shall 
review the need for the continued imposition of the duty, where 
warranted, on their own initiative or, provided that a reasonable period 
of time has elapsed since the imposition of the definitive anti dumping 
duty, upon request by any interested party which submits positive 
information substantiating the need for a review. Interested parties 
shall have the right to request the authorities to examine whether the 
continued imposition of the duty is necessary to offset dumping, % 
whether the injury would be likely to continue or recur if the duty were 
removed or varied, or both. If, qs a result of the review under this 
paragraph, the authorities determine that the anti dumping duty is no 
longer warranted, it shall be terminated immediately. The Authority 
has examined these arguments and is of the view that what is 
required for initiating a review is positive information with the Authority 

on which the Authority can rely upon to decide whether a review is 
required to examine the need for continued imposition of the duty. In 
the instant case the applicant had filed sufficient positive information 
before the Authority in its review application and the review was 
initiated based on the positive information filed. Production of 
evidence to substantiate the claims and counter claims by various 
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parties are the matter of investigation and are to be submitted by the 
parties including the party making a request for review during the 
course of investigation The outcome of the review will however, 
depend upon the quality of evidence submitted by various parties to 
the review. 

D. 3 Other issues: issues raised bv Steel re-rolling Mills 
Association of India and other importers 

11. The Steel re-rolling mills Association of India has submitted that 
billets is the main raw material for the steel re-rolling mills across the 
country which cater to 58% of the finished steel demand in the country 
and large number of downstream industries rest on the production of 
steel re-rollers. They have requested for increased availability of 
billets for steel re-rollers and downstream industries. They have also 
stated that antidumping duties on all types of steel and from all 
countries should be removed immediately as the dumping duties were 
levied at the time of glut in the world steel prices to protect the local 
steel industries. 

Examination bv the Authority 

12. The authority has examined the claim in its analysis in the para 
relating to conclusions on injury in these findings. 

E. DUMPING DETERMINATION 

13. Under Section 9A (1) I of the Customs Tariff Act 1975, Normal value 
in relation to an article means: 

The comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade, for the like 
article when meant for consumption in the exporting country or 
territory as determined in accordance with the rules made under 
sub-section (6); or 

When there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary course of 
trade in the domestic market of the exporting country or territory, or 
when because of the particular market situation or low volume of 
the sales in the domestic market of the exporting country or 
territory, such sales do not permit a proper comparison, the normal 
value shall be either:- 

Comparable representative price of the like article when exported 
from the exporting country or territory or an appropriate third 
country as determined in accordance with the rules made under 
sub-section (6); or 

The cost of production of the said article in the country of origin 
along with reasonable addition for administrative, selling and 
general costs, and for profits, as determined in accordance with the 
rules made under sub-section (6)"; 
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Provided that in the case of import of the article from a country 
other than the country of origin and where the article has been 
merely transhipped through the country of export or such article is 
not produced in the country of export or there is no comparable 
price in the country of export, the normal value shall be determined 
with reference to its price in the country of origin. 

14. The Authority sent questionnaires to all the known exporters 
for the purpose of determination of normal value in accordance with 
Section 9A(lj(c). None of the exporters have responded to the 
initiation and questionnaire in any form and consequently, they 
have been treated as uncooperative in this investigation. 

15. None of the known exporters has responded to the exporters’ 
questionnaire by giving information with regard to various 
appendices mentioned in the exporters’ questionnaire. 


(alNormal Value & Export Price: 


16. The Authority notes that the none of the exporters from 
subject countries have submitted any information as required under 
the exporter’s questionnaire. It is also noted that they have also not 
supplied any information rebutting the presumptions as mentioned 
in the 8(3) of the Annexure | of the Anti Dumping Rules pertaining 
to Non market economy. As no information has been submitted 
under various Appendixes, tjie Authority cannot determine whether 
the domestic sales have made in the ordinary course of trade. In 
the absence of relevant information from the exporter, the Authority 
has constructed the normal value as per para 7 of the Annexure 1 
of the AD Rules for all producers/exporters from China PR and 
Russia. Export price at the ex. factory level has been determined by 
taking weighted average export price to India after taking account 
total volume of imports from Russia with applicable adjustments. As 
no export price is available in case of imports frdm China PR, no 
dumping margin is proposed to be determined in this review. After 
the issuance of disclosure statement, the importer-petitioner has % 
requested the designated authority to disclose the components of 
normal value and the basis on which these components were 
arrived at. The authority has examined the contention of the 
petitioner-importer and notes that the constructed normal value 
arrived at for the purpose of determining the normal value, has 
been constructed as per para 7 of the annexure 1 of the 
antidumping rules for all producers/exporters from China PR and 
Russia and while constructing the normal value, the cost of 
production in India, duly adjusted including the selling general and 
administrative overheads along with reasonable profit has been 
taken into account. As some information pertain to the cost of 
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production of the domestic industry, the details pertaining to the 
normal value has not been disclosed. 

(b) Comparison 

17. For the purpose of a fair comparison between the normal 
value and export price at an ex factory level, due allowance in the 
form of adjustments was made for differences which affect prices 
and price comparability. 

(c) Dumping Margin: 

18. In accordance with Rule 6(iv) of annexure I to the anti 
dumping rules, the dumping margin was established on the basis of 
weighted average normal values with the weighted average export 
price. The comparison showed the existence of dumping of the 
subject goods by the exporter from Russia during the POI. The 
weighted average dumping margin, expressed, as a percentage to 
the export price has been determined and is 36.56% from 
Russia. As no exports have taken place from China PR during the 
POI, no new dumping margin is determined during the review 
investigations and dumping margin as determined during the 
original investigations { 105%) have been considered in this review 
investigations. 



Normal 

Value 

US$/ MT 

Export 

Price 

US$/ MT 

Dumping 

Margin 

US$/ MT 

Dumping 
Margin % 

Russia 

**** 

***** 

**** 

36.56 


F. INJURY DETERMINATION 

F.1 Cumulative Assessment of Injury 


J9. The Annexure II (iii) of the Anti Dumping Rules requires that in 
" case imports of a product from more than one country are being 
simultaneously subjected to anti dumping investigations, the 
designated authority will cumulatively assess the effect of such 
imports, in case it determines that 

I) the imports from individual countries are either above de 
minimis or cumulatively account for more than 7% of imports: 

II) the dumping margin against individual countries are above 2%; 
and 

III) cumulative assessment of the effect of imports is appropriate in 
light of the conditions of competition between the imported 
article and the like domestic articles 
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20. In this connection the Authority has verified the import statistics 
from the subject countries and has found that there are no imports 
from China PR during the POI and also three years prior to that. As no 
imports from China PR have come into this country, the Authority has 
examined the impact of dumped imports from Russia only with regard 
to various parameters as illustrated in the article 3.4 of the ADA and in 
terms of rule 11 of the Anti dumping rules. 
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21. The domestic industry has argued that exporters from Russia 
continued dumping of material in the Indian market. Increase in export 
price is a reflection of the increase in the cost of production. However, 
even full increase in the cost of production has not been adequately 
taken care of by the exporters and dumping margin has in feet 
increased. It has been further argued that exporters from China have 
not been able to export the material due to imposition of anti dumping 
duty. Dumping would commence once again the moment the duties 
are removed. In other words, injury to the domestic industry is likely to 
recur in the event of revocation of anti dumping duty. It has been 
further argued that domestic industry is suffering continued injury; 
even though the same has improved. Further, should the anti dumping 
duties in force be revoked, the injury to the domestic industry would 
intensify. The domestic industry has submitted that iarided ffksi <aif 
imports from subject countries is significantly lower thari sellirig price 
of the domestic industry causing severe price undercutting in the 
Indian market. 

22. With regard to the production, sales and capacity utilization of 
domestic industry, it has been contended by the domestic industry that 
production, sales and capacity utilization of domestic industry has 
increased. It has been added that increase in production, capacity 
utilization and sales is the result of anti dumping duty imposed earlier, 
which prevented the decline in sales volume of domestic industry aiv| 
helped the domestic industry improve its Sales volumes. Hbweve^ 
should the anti dumping duty be withdrawn, the sale voluhries and 
consequently production & capacity utilization are likely to $Uffer, aS 
the imports would become significantly cheaper with the revocation eff 
anti dumping duty. With regards to productivity of the domestic 
industry, it has improved as a result of imposition of anti dunipingdoty 
and increase in production. Should the present anti dumping duties be 
revoked, the productivity of the domestic industry is lik&y to 
deteriorate. 

23. With regard to the Profit/Loss, cash flow and return on capital 
employed, the domestic industry contends that imposition of inti 
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dumping duty has helped the domestic industry improve- its 
performance in terms of these parameters. However, since the anti 
dumping duty imposed on OEMK was not sufficient to remove injury to 
the domestic industry, the domestic industry has not been able to post 
profits, leave aside reasonable profits. 

24. It has been submitted by the domestic industry that the cost of 
production as also selling price of the domestic industry increased 
during the period under consideration. Though the industry was not 
earning reasonable profits, profitability did improve over the period. 

However, in case the existing duties are revoked, it is natural that the 
imports would become cheaper. Under the circumstances, given price 
sensitivity of the product, it is obvious that the domestic industry must 
either reduce its prices (which imply deterioration in profits, cash flow 
and return on investments) or face loss of sales, Ifi either situation, the 
domestic industry is likely to suffer material Injury. Further, given the 
level of market share enjoyed by the dumped Imports, it is likely that 
the market share of the domestic industry Would reduce should the 
present anti dumping duties be withdrawn. 

25. It has been further submitted that landed price of imported 
material from Russia and Ukraine is below the selling price of the 
domestic industry causing price undercutting in the Indian market. 

Though the CIF price has increased, the selling price and cost of 
production of the domestic industry also increased. The domestic 
industry has submitted that the present investigations are review 
investigations and injury to the domestic industry is required to be 
examined in the context of the requirements under review. In this 
regard, domestic industry submits that the imports are already 
undercutting the prices of the domestic industry to a significant extent. 

Should the present duties be revoked, the extent of price undercutting 
would further increase, which would most likely result in further 
increased import. Amongst other factors, the domestic industry has 
cited factors as Vulnerability of the domestic industry, Significant price 
undercutting by imports with current measures, Ample production 
capacity of exporters, significant market share of imports, market 
conditions and circumstances of exporters, Export orientation of 
foreign producers, Price attractiveness of Indian market. 

26. With regards to the volume and value of imports not sold at 
dumping prices, It has been added that there are no imports other 
than dumped imports, i.e., volume and value of undumped imports are 
within de-minimus limits. Further, the demand of the product under 
consideration has registered a positive growth. With regard to 
changes in the patterns of consumption, it has been added that the 
pattern of consumption with regard to the product under consideration 
has not undergone any change. There is no trade restrictive practice 
which could have contributed to the injury to the domestic industry and 
Technology for production of the product has not undergone any 
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change. With regard to the Productivity, as measured in terms of 
production per manpower, it has increased. Thus, the domestic 
industry has submitted that anti duties should not be revoked in the 
review investigation. 


27. The petitioner M/s Maharashrtra Seamless Ltd (MSL) and other 
interested parties in their various submissions have claimed that 
performance of the domestic industry has improved and the domestic 
industry does not suffer material injury. For the sake of brevity various 
arguments raised by the interested parties in their various written 
submissions have not been repeated in this finding. They have 
contended that imports have come down from 39830 MT in 2000 to 
27857 MT during 2003. During the same period, CIF prices have gone 
up from Rs.10390 PMT to Rs.14702 PMT. In the year 2004, import 
quantity went up to 41802 PMT and the prices increased to Rs. 19634 
PMT. While the quantity increased by about 5% in the past 5 years, 
the prices have increased by over 89%. Further, even while prices 
were increasing by leaps and bounds, the volume of imports went up 
and did not go down. This is clear indication that the prices do not act 
on volumes. The impact of prices on volumes is very marginal if not 
altogether nil. While examining the impact of import prices on import 
volumes, one should also look at the prices prevailing in India. MSL 
has submitted data showing clearly that in each of the months from 
July 2003 to April 2004, the import prices were higher than the 
average selling of the Indian domestic industry. This also proves that 
import volumes increased not because of prices but because of other 
reasons. If volume had been a function of prices, then import volume 
should have come down - 

i. When import prices increased significantly; and/or 

ii. When domestic prices were lower than the import 
prices. 

a. Import volumes did not come down under both the situations. 
Further, since the domestic industry was selling at prices much 
below that of import prices, there is no price undercutting by the 
imports goods. 

b. Thus, the domestic industry cannot claim that imported goods 
caused injury to them. In the absence of price undercutting, causal 
link will be conspicuously absent. 

28. During the year 1999-2000, MSL met 70% its requirement 
through imports and 30% through purchase from the Indian domestic 
industry. Year after year, the situation changed and in the year 2002- 
03, imports constituted only 6% as MSL was purchasing over 94% of 
its requirements from the Indian domestic industry. Yet, there was 
some increase in imports. This is mainly because of the inability of the 
Indian domestic industry to supply the required quantities to MSL. The 
Indian domestic industry has not been meeting their delivery 
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commitments of late. One of the reasons could be that Indian 
domestic industry is now concentrating more on value added products 
rather than on the product concerned which is semi-finished steel. The 
domestic industry has every right to have their own product priority but 
when their priority clashes with the requirement of its users, the users 
have to look out for other sources of supply.This is precisely the 
reasons as to why the imports are on the rise in spite of the fact that 
they are costlier than the goods supplied by the domestic industry. 
Thus, the increase in imports is caused by a demand-supply gap and 
not by reasons of price - be it import price or price of indigenous 
goods. 
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29. At the time of original investigation, the steel industry was at its 
lowest ebb throughout the world. Globally, steel prices had hit the 
bottom and the steel companies were reeling under tremendous 
pressure. In the past 5 years, the situation has undergone a sea 
change. Steel prices have recovered much more than what was 
expected. Steel industry is earning significantly higher profits. 


30. A look at the balance sheet of JSPL and Kalyani Steel shows 
the profit after tax reported by the two domestic industry units in their 
annual accounts. The profits have gone up by 35% and 51% in the 
year 2002-03 for Jindal and Kalyani respectively. Again, the profits 
more than doubled in the year 2003-04 as compared to 2002-03 for 
both the companies. Such huge profits indicate than the domestic 
industry is in a very good shape. 

31. The importer has enclosed email correspondence with Kalyani 
indicating that their refusal to supply the quantities asked for and 
committed by them. Kalyani has not been making supplies in spite of 
firm commitments made by them. When supply is not forthcoming 
from Kalyani in required quantities, MSL is left with no option but to 
import the subject goods, that too by paying excessive prices. It has 
also been submitted that landed values of imports made by MSL have 
been consistently higher than the price at which they procured the 

** material from the domestic industry. This is a classic case of ‘reversal 
causal link', i.e. an Indian user is forced to import the goods at much 
higher prices compared to the price at which the domestic industry is 
selling the goods for the reason that domestic industry does not 
supply the goods in required quantities. 


F 2.2 Examination bv the Authority 

32. Indian Rules as also WTO Agreement provides standards to 
conduct review investigations. Basic purpose of mid term review 
provision is that anti dumping duties should be withdrawn if there is no 
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justificatjon for continued imposition of anti dumping duty. Article 11.1 

to 11.3 of ADA states as under in this regard: 

11.1 An anti-dumping duty shall remain in force only as long as and 
to the extent necessary to counteract dumping which is causing 
injury. 

11.2 The authorities shall review the' need for the continued 
imposition of the duty, where warranted, on their own initiative 
or, provided that a reasonable period of time has lapsed since 
the imposition of the definitive anti-dumping duty, upon request 
by any interested party which submits positive information 
substantiating the need for a review. Interested parties shall 
have the right to request the authorities to examine whether the 
continued imposition of the duty is necessary to offset dumping, 
whether the injury would be likely to continue or recur if the duty 
were removed or varied, or both. If, as a result of the review 
under this paragraph, the authorities determine that the 
anti-dumping duty is no longer warranted, it shall be terminated 
immediately. 

33. With regard to conducting review investigation, the Rules states 
as under 

(1) The Designated Authority shall, from time to time, review the 
need for the continued imposition of the anti-dumping duty and 
shall, if it is satisfied on the basis of the information received by 
it that there is no justification for the continued imposition of 
such duty recommended to the Central Government for its 
withdrawal. 

(2) Any review initiated under sub-rule (1) shall be concluded 
within a period not exceeding twelve months from the date of 
initiation of such review. 

(3) The provisions of rules 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 16, 17, 18, 19 and 20 
shall be mutatis mutandis applicable in the case of review. 


34. It is evident from the above that the anti dumping duty imposed 
shall be withdrawn in case it is found that there is no justification for 
the continued imposition of such duty. Further, injury to the domestic 
industry, in a review, has to be examined, “mutatis mutandis”, in 
accordance with the Rule 11. The Designated Authority is required to 
therefore examine whether there is justification for continued 
imposition of anti dumping duty, i.e., whether there is no injury to the 
domestic industry any longer and withdrawal of anti dumping duty is 
likely to result in continuation or recurrence of injury to the domestic 
industry. 
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35. The Authority has taken note of various arguments raised by 
various parties in their submissions and issue of continuation of injury 
to the domestic industry has been examined in the light of these 
arguments made before the Authority. The Authority notes that since a 
review has been initiated in terms of Rule 23 of the Antidumping Rules 
which requires the Authority to examine the need for continuation of 
the duty from time to time, the Authority has conducted this review to 
examine the degree and extent of dumping and injury and the need for 
continuation of the duty in view of various arguments raised by various 
interested parties during the investigation regarding the dumping and 
injury aspects of the case. 

36. Article 3.1 of the ADA and Annexure II of the AD Rules provide for 
an objective examination of both, (a) the volume of dumped imports 
and the effect of the dumped imports on prices in the domestic market 
for the like products; and (b) the consequent impact of these imports 
on domestic producers of such products. The authorities are required 
to examine whether there has been a significant increase in imports, 
either in absolute term or relative to production or consumption in the 
importing member. With regard to the price effect of the dumped 
imports, the authorities are required to examine whether there has 
been significant price undercutting by the dumped imports as 
compared to the price of the like product in the importing country, or 
whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a 
significant degree, or prevent price increase, which would have 
otherwise occurred to a significant degree. 

37. For the purpose of current injury analysis the Authority has 
examined the volume and price effects of dumped imports of the 
subject goods on the domestic industry and its effect on the prices and 
profitability to examine the existence of injury and causal links 
between the dumping and injury, if any. 

38. Since positive durr.pl.if: margin has beer, established for the 
exports from the subject countries, entire exports from those countries 
has been treated as dumped imports for the purpose of injury analysis 
and causa! links examination. Further, it has been represented before 
the Authority that imported subject goods are Non alloy steel billets, 
rounds and bars and thev are competing with the Non alloy billets, 
rounds and bars manufactured and sold by the domestic industry in 
the domestic market. It is further noted that prices of the subject goods 
in the domestic market vary a great deal and the prices of the Non 
alloy grades of the subject goods are considerably less than the prices 
of the alloy grades of the subject goods. Therefore, for determining the 
price undercutting margin, the Authority has compared the landed 
value of the subject goods (all of which are of Non alloy grade) from 
subject countries with the net sales price for the domestic industry 
(Non alloy grade). However, for all other price effects of the domestic 
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industry, the cost of the production and net sales realization of the 
domestic like product (consisting of all the grades) have been taken 
into account. Subsequent to the issue of disclosure statement, the 
petitioner-importer has submitted that all the price effects of domestic 
industry should be compared by non-alloy import prices. They have 
further requested the authority to determine injury by evaluating cost 
of production and net sales realization of alloy and non-alloy products 
separately. The domestic industry in reply to the disclosure statement 
has requested the authority to examine the price effect on the monthly 
basis as against weighted average basis as determined by the 
authority. The authority has examined the contention of both the 
interested parties and notes that for the price undercutting margin, it 
has examined the domestic import prices (all of which are non-alloy) 
with the selling prices of the non-alloy subject goods of the domestic 
industry for the period of investigation. It is also noted that the data 
pertaining to the earlier periods were not separately available and 
hence the authority has evaluated the other price effects on the 
domestic like product as a whole. 


VOLUME EFFECT and PRICE EFFECT: Volume of the dumped 
imports and the effect of dumped imports on prices in the domestic 
market for like products. 


Import Volumes and share of subject countries and total demand 

39. The domestic industry as well as petitioner (importer) had 
requested that segregation of subject goods is difficult from the 
DGCI&S transaction-wise data because of the fact that DGCI&S data 
does not reflect complete description of the product and this product is 
not exclusively classified in 6 or 8 digits level in the ITC HS 
classification. . Therefore, they have relied upon the import data 
published in the secondary sources like IBIS and IMPEX statistics for 
the relevant period. 


Quanl 

tity in MT 

Domestic consumption / Demand 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

Jan- 

Dec'03 

Subject 

countries 

31,095 

18,384 

3,460 

27,312 

Non Subject 
Countries 



- 

1,496 

Total Imports 

31,095 

18,384 

3,460 

28,808 

Domestic 

Industry 

166695 

176644 

184977 

165343 
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io 

Other 

producers 

59687 

75274 

110313 

109216 

L 


Domestic 

Demand 

257,477 

270,302 

298,750 

303,36 

7 



40. From the above table, it follows that the domestic demand has 
increased during the POI as compared to base year by 17%. 
However, the share of imports from the subject countries in the total 
imports has declined by 5.2% during the POI as compared to the base 
year. Of the two subject countries, the imports from China PR have 
been nil during the POI as also during the three years prior to POI. 


Market Share of Imports from subject countries in Total imports 


Actual data & Market share in Imports 




2000-01 

2001-02 

2002- 

03 

Jan- 

Dec'03 

China (Quantity) 

- 

0 

0 

0 

Market Share 



0.00 

0.00 

Russia (Quantity) 

31095 

18,384 

3460 

27312 

Market Share 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

94.80^ 

Change % 


- 

- 

(5.20) 

Total lmports(Subject 
Countries) 

31,095 

18,384 

3,460 

27,312 

Total market share 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

94.80 


Change from 
base year 


- 

- 

(5.20) 

Other Countries 

- 

0 

0 

1497 

To 

tal Imports 

31,095 

18384 

3460 

28809 

Other 

market 

share 


0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

5.20 


Evolution of the Import prices 


Average price of dumped imports (GIF ) and domestic prices of the 


Domestic Industry 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

Jan-Dec'03 

Indexed (Import 
Price) 

100.0 

102.1 

102.6 

139.8 

Domestic Prices 
(indexed) 

100.0 

94.8 

101.9 

115.9 




41. From, the above table, It follows that CIF prices of the dumped 
imports have increased by mc~e than 39% during the POI as compared 
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to base year while that of domestic prices have increased by more than 
15% daring the same period. 



Price Undercutting (PUC) from Subject and other countries 


Actual data 


Jan-Dec’03 (Rs/MT) 



Landed Price 1 
(Others) 

16436.29 

■ H 

Selling price(Non 
Alloy grade 

*+** 4" . 

i 


5131 


PUC and PUC% 
from Others 


Landed Price from 
subject countries 


ling price (Non 
Alloy grade) 
Price Undercutting 
for Non alloy steel 
Price undercutting 
ercentaae 



10 - 20 % 


18883 


1 - 2 % 


42. It has been represented before the Authority that imported subject - ' 

goods are Non alloy steel billets, rounds and bars and they \$joa 
competing with the Non alloy billets, rounds and bars manufactured « 
and sold by the domestic industry in the domestic market. It is furrier ” 
noted that prices of the subject goods in the domestic market vary a 
great deal and the prices of the Non alloy grades of the subject goods. 
are considerably less than the prices of the alloy grades of the subject 
goods. Therefore, for determining the price undercutting margiri, the v 
Authority compared the landed value of the subject goods (all of which 
are of Non alloy grade) from subject countries with the net sales price 
for the domestic industry (Non alloy grade). The price undercutting •‘ r 
though positive has not been considered significant (less than 2 %). j 
Here the landed value of the subject goods have been determined { 
without taking into account the existing anti dumping duty, i 
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43. As seen above, there is no price depression of the domestic 
like products of the domestic industry on account of dumped imports 
from subject countries.. 

Price suppression 


Rs/MT TAM01 

AM02 

AM 03 

POI 

Landed value Dumped 
Imports 

14591 

14901 

14971 

18883 

Index 

100 

102.125 1 

102.604 

129.42 

Net sales realization 

**** 

**** 

kkkk 

**** 

Index 

100 

94.5822 

108.181 

114.18 

Cost of goods sold 

kkkk 

#*★* 

kkkk 

. 


Index 

100 

95.916 

98.1771 

110.31 

COGS/Sales ratio * 

kkkk 

**** 

kkkk 

*★** 

Index 

100 

101.416 

95.9396 

94.43 


44. As seen above, there does not appear to be any price 
suppression of the domestic like products of the domestic industry on 
account of dumped imports from subject countries 

Consequent impact on these imports on domestic producers of such 
products- Analysis of the all factors and indices having a bearing on 
the state of the domestic industry 


Market Share of Domestic Industry in demand 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

Jan-Dec‘03 

Domestic Industry Sales 

166695 

176644 

184977 

165343 

Other sales 

59687 

75274 

110313 

109216 

Imports - Known 

31,095 

18,384 

3,460 

28,808 

Total Merchant Market 

257477 

270302 

298750 

303367 






Total Merchant Market 



298750 

303367 

Changes in Total Mkt 


4.98 

16.03 

17.82 

Domestic Industry 
production 

166705 

* 

177624 

189908 

168363 

Changes in Dom Prod 


6.55 

13.92 

0.99 

Dumped Import 

31,095 

18,384 

3,460 

27,312 

Changes in Dump Imp 


-40.88 

-88.87 

-12.17 

Other Import 

- 


- 

1,496 

Changes in Other Imp 















Domestic industry 

64,7 

65,4 

61.9 

54.50 

Other Producer 

23,2 

27.8 

36.9 

36.00 

dumped imports 

12.1 

6.8 

1.2 

9.50 
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Impact on domestic indu 

stry - Market Share Data 


2000-01 

2001-02 


Jan- 

Dec’03 

Dorn Consump Qty 

257477 


298750 

303367 

Domestic industry Share 

64.7 

65.4 

61.9 

54.5 

Cumulated Imp Share 

12.1 

6.8 

1.2 

9.0 

Other Industries share 

EE9H 

27.7 

36.9 

36.0 

total Imports share 

12.1 

6.8 

1.2 

9.5 

Total % 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Dorn Consump Val 





Dumped Import 

3328.00 


380.00 

4085.00 

Undumped Import 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

195.00 

Indian industry sale 

44307.49 

46743.38 

58866.06 

62261.74 

Amount 

47635.49 

48752.38 

59246.06 

66541.74 

Indian industry Share 

'93.01 

95.88 

99.36 

93.57 

Cumulated Dumped Imp 
Share 

6.99 

4.12 

0.64 


Others import share 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.29 

Total Imports share 

6.99 

4.12 

0.64 

6.43 

.Total % 

100 

100 

100 

100 


45. The demand of the like products in the country has increased by 
17% during the period of review (in the POI as compared to the base 
year). The share of the domestic industry has declined by 10% over 
the period, however, the share of the dumped imports from the subject 
countries have also declined. Significantly, the share of the otHer 
Indian producers in the total demand has increased by the same 
amount. In fact, there has been small rise in the share of the Indian 
production during the review period. 


Sales Volumes and inventories 


Actual and Potential Negative Effecl 

ts on Inventories 


2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

Jan-Dec’03 

Inventories/Stocks 

17507 

15530 

15208 


Sales Volume MT 

166695 

176644 

184977 

165343 

Invent % to Sales 
Vo 

10.50 

8.79 

8.22 

6.33 

Indexed Stocks 

100.00 

83.71 

78.28 

60.28 


46. As seen abovej sal6s volume of the like products has not 
undergone any significant change from the base year though the 


















































































52 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


IPart I — Sec. 1 


inventories as compared with the sales volume have gone down 
during the review. The closing stocks have declined during the period 
of review. 

Production, capacity and Capacity utilization 

47. The capacity of the domestic industry is not exclusive for this 
subject goods and in addition to the subject goods, the plant also 
manufactures other goods for use in the Automobile and in the forging 
units and these goods are being sold in the domestic market. The 
Authority has worked out capacity utilization of the plant as a whole 
and also the capacity utilization for the subject goods separately. 


Plant as a whole 




AM01 

AM02 

AM03 

POI 

Capaci 

ty 


293450 

293450 

293450 

293450 

Plant 

capacit 

y 

Utilisati 

on 

% 

77.08336 

87.39506 

99.39719 

104.6081 

llrereriTi 


**** 

*★** 

**** 

**** 

ISSAL 


**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Trend 

Index 

100 

113.3773 

' 128.9477 

135.7078 


Production capacity and utilization (taking into account production of 
the subject goods) 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

Jan-Dec'03 

Capacity 

293450 

293450 

293450 

293450 

Production 
of the 
subject 
goods 
(domestic 
industry) 

166705 

177624 

189908 

168363 

Capacity 
Utilization% 
for the 
subject 
goods 

56.81 

60.53 

64.72 

57.37 
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48. As shown above, the total capacity has not undergone any 
change during the period of review. The production of the subject 
goods has gone up marginally during the POI and the, capacity 
utilization, therefore, has increased only marginally during thje POI as 
compared to base year. However, when taking the plant ut|Bz)ation into 
account, it is seen that the capacity utilization is over 100%. The 
Authority has-determined that ir* addition to the subject goods, the 
plant also manufactured othergjptihfor u#o in the Automobile or in 
the forging units and these gpib^s are being sold profitably In the 
domestic market though the dorriestc industry has claimed that their 
profitability would still have been better had they manufactured and 
sold the subject goods in the domestic market. 


Sales and Profits 


Actual and Potential decline ii 

profits 

{ 



"N '• 

2000- 

01 

2001- 

02 

2002- 

OS 

Jan-pec'03 

Sales Value Lacs Domestic 
industry 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

* -jT 

Index 

100 

100.227 

113.541 

115.88 

Sales quantity Domestic 
industry (MT) 

**** 

**** 

■ **** 

f **** 

Index 

100 

105.968 

110.967 

99.19 

Selling price Rs per unit 

**** 

**** 


WWW* 

Index 

100 

94.5822 

102,32 

116.83 

Cost of production Rs. MT 


**** 

«*** 


Index 

100 

95.916 

98.1771 

110.31 

Profit/loss Per unit 

_**** 



**** 

Index 

-100 

-118.55 

27.8738 

0.27 

Profit (Rs lacs) on Sales 




**** 

Index 

-100 

-125 

^jlsT 

0.27 


49. The production of the domestic industry has riot Changed much 
during the .period under review as shown above. However, the 
profitability of the domestic industry has improved. 

Employment. Wages and productivity 


Actual and Potential Negative Effects on Employment and Wages 


2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

No of 

Employees 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 
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% Change 


4.77 

-0.42 

-2.13 

Volume of 
sales/Em p 

**** 


**** 

**** 

Index 

100.00 

101.15 

106.37 

97.14 


Salary and Wages 




— 

. 

AM 01 

AMQ2 

AM03 

POI 

Salary 

& 

Wages 

Rs Per 
MT 


**★* 

***★ 

**** 

★*** 

■H--IWsl.il 



★ *** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

ISSAL 



**** 

**** 

... 


**** 

Trend 

Index 


100.0 

112.8 

120.1 

122.2 


Productivity 



2000- 

01 

2001- 

02 

2002- 

03 

Jan-Dec'03 

Turnover Lakhs - domestic 
industry 

★*** 



**** 

Index 

100 

101.21 

114.34 

116.94 

Employees j **** 


***★ 

*★** 

Index 100 

105 

104 

102 

Productivity % in turn over i 
basis | **** 

**** 

' **** 

**** 

Index 100 

mxm 

109.6 

114.5 


50. As shown above, the productivity has increased during the 

period of review. The number of employees have not changed much j 

during the period of review though the ratio of volume of sales to the 

employee has marginally declined during the same period. Salary and j 

wages have shown consistent rise during the review period. 

i 

4 

Ability to raise capital, return on investment and other financial 
indicators 



AM01 

AM02 

AM03 

POI 

Profit/loss 
per MT 

Rs./MT 



^****^ 

^****^ 

**** 

Kalyani 



^****^ 


**★* 

**** 

ISSAL 



^****^ 

^****^ 


^****^ 

Trend 

Index 


100 

119 

28 

0 

(marginal 

profit) 
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Total 

Profit/loss 

Rs. 

Lacs 




191 

**** 

Esmmm 



1B1 

■891 

**w* 

**** 

ISSAL 

■ 

jplBM 

SBl 

■HSl 


(****^ 

Trend 

Index 


m 

126 

31 

0(marginal 

profit) 


\ 4 





AMOl 

AM02 

AM03 

PO 

1 

Return on Capital 
Employed NFA 


j ' 


• 

**** 

*★** 

m 





**** 

**★* 

**★* 

ISSAL 



**★* 

i 

***★ 

**** 

1 

Trend 

Index 


100:00 

46 

98 

114 






eseu 

AM03 

POI 




■BH 

★*** 

■g 

**** 

Kalyani 



**** 

★*** 

**** 


ISSAL 



**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Trend 

Index 


KE5B1 

Ml 

■ESI 

143.5 


51. As shown above, the profitability of the company has improved 
during the POI and the domestic industry has achieved a small profit 
during the POI as compared to the losses it was incurring during the 
earlier years of the review period. The cash profit of the domestic 
industry is positive and has increased during the POI as compared to 
the preceding year. Return on capital employed has increased during 
the POI during the period of review and this has been consistent trend 
during the review investigation. 

Factors effecting prices and growth 

52. The factors effecting prices have already been examined in 
detail in the paras pertaining to the price undercutting, price 
depression and price suppression. The actual and potential.effects on 
various growth parameters of the domestic industry have been 
explained in the earlier paragraphs pertaining to the trends of various 
injury parameters. 

Magnitude of margin of dumping 

53. The margin of dumping of the subject goods from subject 
countries into India is determined in the earlier paragraphs and is 
considered significant. 
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Ability to raise capital 


54. After examining the records of the domestic industry, it is 
concluded that no adverse effect has been demonstrated which would 
affect the ability of the domestic industry to raise capital. 


Conclusions on injury to the domestic industry' 


55. Following the imposition of antidumping measures, the situation of 
the domestic industry has stabilized. Between 2000-01 and the POI, 
dumped imports from the subject countries did not increase in volume 
and in fact reported a decline in the volume by more than 10% and as 
a proportion of the demand, they declined by 20% during the injury 
period. As regards the export prices, they increased substantially 
during the whole period under consideration ana the undercutting 
margin on account of these imports from subject countries were 
insignificant. It is also noted that no significant price undercutting has 
been caused by dumped imports f urther, domestic industry prices 
were not depressed and in fact there is a consistent rise in the 
domestic selling prices of the domestic industry during the injury 
period. No price suppression was evident on account of dumped 
imports from subject countries. All this coincided with the 
improvement of the situation of the domestic industry in terms of price 
increases as well as small profit to the domestic industry. Prices of 
dumped imports (excluding the anti dumping duty ) were similar to • 

those of the domestic industry throughout the period under 
consideration and did not exert any pressure on them which helped 
the domestic industry to increase prices more than the rise in the cost 
of production. Though the capacity has not changed during the injury 
period, the plant utilization or capacity utilization of all goods produced 
by the plant has increased by 35%. Though the production and sales 
volume have not change much during the injury period, the inventories 
or stocks have gone down significantly during the same period and 
inventory as a proportion to sales have declined significantly. Though 
the market share of domestic industry has gone down during this 
period, this share has been taken up by the other producers who have 
not taken part in this investigation. The domestic industry is back into 
the profit from the position of significant losses during 2000-01. The 
turnover of the domestic industry has increased and the productivity 
has also increased by 15% during the same period. The return on the 
capital employed has increased by 14% during the same period and 
the cash profit relating to the subject goods of the domestic industry 
has improved and has grown by 50% from the preceding year. The 
injury indicators, therefore, do not reflect injury to the domestic 
industry in this subject investigation. Though injury parameters like 
decline in the market share of the domestic industry, production and 
inadequate return on the capital show a negative trend, a situation of 
continuation of injury caused b.y the dumped imports could not be 
established. 
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56. The domestic industry has submitted various arguments with 
regard to the likelihood of continuation or recurrence of dumping and 
injury. It has been submitted by the domestic industry that since the 
present investigations are review investigations, injury to the domestic 
industry is required to be examined in the context of the requirements 
under review. In this regard, domestic industry submits that the 
imports are already undercutting the prices of the domestic industry to 
a significant extent. Should the present duties be revoked, the extent 
of price undercutting would further increase, which would most likely 
result in further increased import. The domestic industry has submitted 
that domestic industry has suffered continued material injury from the 
dumped imports from subject countries. There is a great possibility 
that revocation of duty will result in flooding of the material in the- 
Indian market. This is evident from the continued dumping in the 
market. In other words, the Indian Market is vulnerable to imports, 
should the prices offered by the exporters be lower. Such being the 
case, the domestic industry is vulnerable to injury. It has also been 
submitted that the Petitioner is one of the major consumer of the 
subject goods. The sole factor for the petitioner to decide the source is 
the price. Such being the case, revocation of ahti dumping duty would 
instantly result in flooding of market and loss of sales by the domestic 
industry. The Domestic industry maintains that the production capacity 
in subject countries for the product under consideration are 
significantly higher than demand in their respective Countries. Should 
the current measures be allowed to lapse, there is a threat that a 
significant proportion of unused production capability would be used to 
flood the Indian market. It has been contended that market share of 
imports is significant. Revocation of duty would, therefore, result in 
further increase in market share of Foreign Producers with 
consequent decline in the market share df the domestic industry. With 
regard to market conditions and circumstances of exporters, f Ttes 
been contended that an analysis of OEMK (exporter) clearly ifttows 
that the company is teeing very stiff situation. Losses to the company 
have increased many folds. At the same time, gross fixed assets of 
the company have also increased. Dumping practices have 
unfortunately resulted in financial losses to the company. Due to 
significant surplus production capacity, company always remains 
under pressure to sell its product. There is a great possibility that 
withdrawal of duty will lead to significant opportunity to the exporter to 
export huge quantities to India. It has also been maintained that 
exporters in the subject countries have built capacities ter in excess of 
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their domestic demand. Russia is amongst leading producer and 
exporter in the world in respect of steel in general and the subject 
goods in particular. Such being the case, revocation of duty would 
provide a great opportunity to the Foreign Producers to flood the 
market. It has been further added that whilst the current duties are 
insufficient to remove the injury to the domestic industry from these 
imports and are significantly lower than the dumping margin and injury 
margins, it is submitted that withdrawal of measures would lead to 
further importation of the product in the Country, thus resulting in 
intensified injury to the domestic industry. 

57. Subsequent to the issuance of disclosure statement, the 
importer-petitioner has refuted the allegations made by domestic 
industry with regard to recurrence of injury. They have added that the 
domestic industry has not submitted any evidence other than 
arguments before the authority to come to a finding with regard to 
recurrence of injury. In this regard, they have drawn the attention of 
the authority to para (vii) of annexure II to the antidumping rules and 
have added that none of the criteria specified in the rules are 
applicable in this case. 

Examination by the Authority 

58. The authority has examined the contention of both the 
interested parties. The authority notes that claim of the domestic 
industry that production capacities in the subject countries for the 
subject goods are significantly higher than the demand in the 
respective countries has still not been substantiated by them. It is 
further added that the claim of significant proportion of excess 
production capability in these countries being used to flood the Indian 
market, has not been substantiated with any evidence. With regard to 
the claim of the domestic industry that revocation of antidumping duty 
would result in further increase in the market of the foreign producers, 
the authority notes that the fall in the market share of the domestic 
industry has been absorbed by increase in the market share of other 
Indian domestic producers and not by dumped imports from abroad. 

59. With regard to the recurrence of injury to the domestic 
industry, the Authority has taken into account paragraph (vii) of 
Annexure 2 to the Anti Dumping Rules which deals with threat of injury 
and which is considered relevant in the present analysis of likelihood 
of injury. 


“A determination of a threat of material injury shall 
be based on facts and not merely on allegation, 
conjecture or remote possibility. The change in 
circumstances which would create a situation in 
which the dumping would cause injury must be 
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clearly foreseen and imminent. In making a 
determination regarding the existence bf a threat of 
material injury, the designated authority shall 
consider, inter alia, such factors as: 


a) a significant rate of increase of dumped 
imports into India indicating the likelihood of 
substantially increased importation; 


b) Sufficient freely disposable, or an imminent, 
substantial increase in , capacity of the 
exporter indicating the likelihood of 
substantially increased dumped exports to 
Indian markets, taking into account the 
availability of other export markets to absorb 
any additional exports; 


c) Whether imports are entering at prices that 
will have a significant depressing or 
suppressing effect on domestic prices, and 
would likely increase demand for further 
imports; and 

d) Inventories of the article being investigated ." 



\ 


/ 

{ 



/ 
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60. It is noted that the above ruieipseeenbes a four-point test. The 
first one relates to increase in the dumped imports. The facts 
determined by the authority show that dumped imports have actually 
come down from subject countries. Further, the production capacity 
being in excess of production in the subject countries have not been 
substantiated. With regards to the import prices of the subject goods 
from the subject countries, it is noted that export prices have 
increased significantly during the review period. With regard to the 
inventories, no evidence has been made available regarding buildup 
of inventories with the producers in the exporting countries. In view 
of the above, the claim of the domestic industry that there will be 
recurrence of injury is not sustained. 


Conclusions 

61. After considering the foregoing, the Authority concludes that - 




(i) The subject goods have been exported below 
their Normal Values from Russia during the period 
of investigation. There were no imports from 
China PR during the period of investigation, 
hence, dumping margin established during the 
original investigation for China PR was 
considered in this review investigation. 


(ii) However, a situation of continuation of injury 
caused by the dumped imports to the domestic 
industry could not be established. 


(iii) Injury is not likely to recur if the anti dumping duty 
imposed on the subject goods from subject 
countries were removed 

G. Recommendations 


62. Having concluded that no material injury to the domestic 
industry has been established on account of dumped imports 
of subject goods from the subject countries and there is no 
likelihood of recurrence of injury on account of import of 
subject goods from subject countries , the Authority finds no 
justification for continuation of the duty against subject 
countries and therefore, in terms of Rule 23 of the said Rules 
recommends revocation of anti dumping duty in force against 
subject countries i.e. China PR and Russia. Hence, in view of 
the above, the Authority recommends withdrawal of the anti 
dumping duty imposed vide notification No. 65/2001 -Customs 
dated 25.6.2001 with effect from the date of notification issued 
by the Central Government. 

H. Further Procedures 


63. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, 

Excise and Service tax Appellate Tribunal in accordance with 

the relevant provisions of the Act. * 

CHRISTY L. FERNANDEZ, Designated Authority 
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